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quem ect or 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 

read a third time. 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virgi 


inia. I move to recon- 
which the bill was ordered to be 


sider the vote by 
engrossed and read a third time, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill was then read the third time. 

Mr. HALL. I demand the previous question 
upon the passage of the bill. 

“The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main qi tion was ordered to be put. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I demand the yeas 
and nays upon the passage of the bill. i 

Mr. HENN. Has the bill been engrossed? 

The SPEAKER. It to be 
engrossed and read a third time and has been read 
the third time, and the gentleman’s objection comes 
too late. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. HALL. I movetoreconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and to lay 


ler upon 


has been ordered 


the motion 
to reconsit the table. 

The latter motion was acreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The business in order is re- 
sorts from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Peet Roads. 


POSTAGE BILL. 


Mr. OLDS. Iask the unanimous consent of 
the House to take from the Speaker’s table the 
postage bill, which has been returned from the 
Senate with several amendments. 

r . . 1 1 *y 7 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken 
up for consideration. 

The Clerk read the first amendment of the Sen- 
ate, as follows: 

Strike from the first section of the bill the following rates: 

* Each newspaper, pamphlet, periodical, magazine, book, 
bound or unbound, circular, catalogue, and every other de 
scription of printed matter unconnected with any manu 
script or writing, and of no greater weight than two ounces, 
shall be charged with one cent postage, and one cent for 
each additional ounce or fraction of an ounce, for any dis 
tance under three thousand miles; and for any distance 
over three thousand miles, double those rates. All news 
papers and periodicals not weighing over one ounce, and 
publi-hed regularly as often as once in three months, and 
sent from the office of publication to actual subscribers, 
shall be chargeable with only one half the foregoing rates: 
Provided, That all newspapers and periodicals not weigh 
ing over two ounces, when sent to actual subscribers within 
the State where such papers and periodicals are published, 
shall be entitled to the reduction provided for in this sec 
tion. The postage on all printed mailable matter shall be 
prepaid at the office where itis mailed, or paid quarterly, 
in advance, at the office of delivery ; otherwise, double the 
foregoing rates shall be charged thereon ;” 


—and insert in lieu of them the following: 


‘““Newspapers, periodicals, and all other printed matter, not 
exceeding three ounces in weight, shall be sent to any part 
of the United States for one cent; and for every additienal 
ounce or fraction of an ounce, one cent; and when the 
postage is paid quarterly, or yearly, in advance, either at 
the office where the said newspaper or periodical is mailed 
or delivered, one half of said rates only shall be charged. 
Newspapers not weighing overone ounce and a half, when 
circulated in the State where published, shall be charged 
one half of the rates before named: Provided, That small 
newspapers, published monthly, or oftener, when sent in 
packages to one address, and prepaid by affixing stamps 
thereto, shall be chargeable athalt of a cent for each ounce 
or fraction of an ounce. Postage on transient matter shall 
be prepaid, or shall be charged double the foregoing rates.”’ 


Mr. OLDS. I am instructed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads to move to 
strike out that Senate amendment, and to insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

Each newspaper, periodical, unsealed circular, or other 
article of printed matter, not exceeding three ounces in 
weight, shall be sent to any part of the United States for one 
cent, and for every additional ounce, or fraction of an ounce, 
one cent additional shall be charged ; and when the postage 
upon any newspaper or periodical is paid quarterly, or 
yearly, in advance, at the office where the said periodical 
or newspaper is delivered, or is paid yearly, or quarterly, 
in advance, at the office where the same is mailed, and evi- 
dence of such payment is furnished to the office of delivery 
in such manner as the Post Office Department shail by gen- 
eral regulations prescribe, one half of said rates only shall 
be charged. Newspapers and periodicals not weighing over 
one ounce and a hall, when circulated in the State where 
published, shall be charged one half of the rates before 
mentioned: Provided. That small newepapers and period- 
icals published monthly, or oftener, and painphlets not con- 
taining more than sixteen octavo pages each, when sent in 
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single packages, weighing at least eight ounces, to one ad 
dress, and prepaid by affixing postage stamps thereto, shall! 
be charged only half of a cent for each ounce or fraction « 
an Ounce, notwithstanding the postage calculated on eae 
separate article of such package would exceed thatamoun 
The postage on all transient matter shall be prepaid b 
stamps or otherwise, or shall be charged double the ra 
first above mentioned. 

That merely changes the phraseology of t 
amendment of the Senate, which the Postmaste: 
General says would leave a doubtful constructio 
The words are left precisely as the Senate sei 
them to us, only periodicals are put upon the same 
footing with newspapers. I call for the p: 
question. 


evious 


The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be put 


The question was taken, and the iendm 
was agreed to. 
The Clerk then read the second amendm« 


the Senate, as follows: 

‘* [Insert after the word ‘ matter,’ in the second seetior 
the words ‘and shall be chargeable with postage at one 
‘cent an ounce for all distances under three thousand miles 
‘and two cents an ounce for all distances over three thou 
‘sand miles, to which fifty per cent. shall be added i 
‘ cases where the same shall be sent without being prepaid 
so that the section shall read: 

** Books bound or unbound, not weighing over 
‘pounds shall be deemed mailable matter, and shall | 
‘chargeable with postage at one cent an ounce for a 
‘tances,’?* &e. 

Mr. OLDS. TheCommittee on the Post Offic 
and Post Roads recommend a cone 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in 


Mr. OLDS. _ I will now ask that the post rout 
bill be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. BROOKS. I will state to the House, that 
the Senate have put upon this bill from fifty-fou 
to sixty pages of new matter without any debate. 
I desire time to read it. 

Mr. OLDS. When the bill was passed before 
the question was asked me, whether the | 
tained other matter than post routes, and I replied 
that it did not; but since it went to the Senate 
they have put upon it three or four bills, reporte 
from the Post Office Committee of this House. 
deem it proper to state such is the fact; because, 
when they have been read by members, | sha 
move the bill be taken up, and call for the pr 
vious question. 


irrence int 


icon 


The amendment can then be re 
jected or agreed to. 


’ Mr. BROOKS. 
SURVEY OF LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. HALL. There isa bill upon the Speaker’ 


table relating to the public lands in the State of 
California. It provides for the sale of lands and 
for granting preémption rights. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take up that bill. 
If there is any objection, I will move to ! 
the rules. 

Mr. PENN. 

Mr. HALL. 
be in order. 

The SPEAKER. 
morning hour. 

Mr. OLDS, from the 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred t! 
petition of Thompson Barnett, made a re; 
thereon, accompanied by a joint resolution for | 
relief; which was read a first e, 
committed to a committee of the Whole House, 
made the order of the day for to-morrow, and the 
resolution and report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENN, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Samuel F. Butterworth; 

A bill for the relief of James H. Jenkins; 

A bill for the relief of John Think; 

Joint resolution for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Wade Allen, deceased; and a 

Joint resolution granting the petition of William 
and Matthew Moss; 

—which bills and joint resolutions were severally 
read a first and second time, and committed to a 
made the 


I object to taking up the 


suspen 


I object. 
+} 


I move to suspend the rules if it 


ee a 
It is not in order during 


. " ig Sin 
Committee on the VP 


and second tim 
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from Alabama [Mr. Houston] will not insist 
upon his motion. Let the bill be read through. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I do not want to lose the 
floor. 

Mr. MOLONY. This is private bill day, and 
objection day. But little time, as is well known 
to the Hlouse, has been given to that class of busi- 
ness this session. We can go to the Private Calen- 
lar, dispose of that business to which there may 
be no objection, and in a half hour we can return 

he House again. I therefore move that we zo 
toa Committee of the Whole House upon the 
ri ite Calendar. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. The table is 


i 
{ f 


private bills which oucht to be passed. 

Mr. MOLONY. I submit my motion. 

Vr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Has the 

orning hour expired? I hope the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Morony] will withdraw his 

iotion that this bill may be passed, I move to 
recommit this bili— 

Mr. STUART. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. MOLONY. I withdraw my motion for 
the present. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. There is no objection to the 
bi I hope gentlemen will let the bill pass. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mich- 

ran {[Mr. Srvarr] rises to a question of order. 

Mr. STUART. I understand that both the 
motions of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mo- 
tony] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
tlousron] are withdrawn, and if they are, | am 

1t disposed to make the question of order. 

Mir. HOUSTON. I withdraw my motion. 

The bill was then read by the Clerk. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to say, in regard to 
this bill, that its object is to put the trade passing 
through Texas into Mexico upon precisely the 
same footing as that which passes into the British 
Provinces, allowing goods to be taken in there 
under bond upon the same restrictions. Iask the 
previous question on the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main quesuon ordered to be put, 

The bill was then read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentlemen who were 
contesting the last amendment in the Indian bill 
yesterday evening have agreed upon a substitute. 
it will not take five minutes to consider it in com- 
mittee. I move, therefore, that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. MOLONY. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House upon the Private 
Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It being private bill day, a 
motion to go into a Committee of the Whole 
Liouse will be first put. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is no disagreement to 
the amendments remaining on the Indian bill. 
Mr. EDGERTON. This is private bill day, 
and I have a private bill of great importance to the 
person interested at least, and as an act of justice 
on the part of the Government it should be passed. 
The gentleman who made objection to its coming 
up withdraws it, and there will be no objection, I 
hone, on the part of the House to this case. 

The SPEAKER. Do the gentlemen from Ala- 
bama {Mr. Houston] and Ilinois [Mr. Motony]} 
withdraw their motions? 

Mr. HOUSTON, IL will not withdraw my 
motion. 

Mr. STANLY. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. ‘The report of the Printing Committee was 
up sometime ago, and was postponed until some 
day this week. I wish to give notice thatI intend 
to offer some amendments, and I am ready to pro- 
ceed with that bill whenever the House will deter- 
mine to do so. 

TheSPEAKER. In theabsence of the motion 
to go into a Committee of the Whole House, or 
the motion to zo into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, that would be the first 
business in order in the House, but it is compe- 
tent for the House at any time to leave other busi- 
ness and go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of t..e Union. 

Mr. STANLY. I only wish to say, that Iam 
ready to proceed with this business whenever the 
House are disposed to do so, and I wish only to 
offer some amendments. 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Moto- 
ny’s motion, and it was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to go into a Committee of 
the Whole House upon the Private Calendar. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Hovs- 
TON’s motion, and it was decided in the atlirm- 
ative. 

Se the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole on the 
siate of the Union, (Mr. Kine, of New York, in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. ORR. I have prepared an amendment as 
a substitute for the amendment which the com- 
mittee were considering last evening, when it rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to 
the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Orr,] 
that an amendment was pending when the com- 
mittee rose, which had been spoken to upon both 
sides. 

Mr. ORR. The amendment may be considered 
as withdrawn, if there is no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. ORR. I offer the following amendment : 

Sec. 3. And he it further enacted, That no part of the 
appropriations herein made, or thatmay hereafter be made, 
for the benefitof any Indian, or tribe, or part of a tribe of In 
dians, shall be paid to any attorney or agent of such Indian, 
or tribe, or part of a tribe; but shall in every case be paid 
directiy te the Indian or Indians themselves, to whom it 
shall be due, or to the tribe, or part of a tribe per capita ; 
unless the imperious interests of the Indian or Indians, or 
some treaty stipulation, shall require payment to be made 
otherwise under the direction of the President; nor shall 
the executive branch of the Government, now or hereatter 
recognize any contract between any Indian, or tribe, or 
part of a tribe. and any attorney oragent for the prosecution 
of any claim againstthe Government, under this act. 


Mr. ORR. I offer this amendment, sir, as a 
substitute for the second section. I believe that it 
meets the conflicting views and opinions of all 
those who were debating this question yesterday 
evening. It is the substance of a proposition that 
was introduced by my colleague, [Mr. Woop- 
waArD,] and passed the House as an amendment 
to the deficiency bill. - Upon an examination of 
the deficiency bill, there are very strong reasons 
to believe that the clause will be construed to apply 
to no appropriations, except those contained within 
the deficiency bill. The amendment which I offer, 
by way of a substitute, makes it apply to the 
appropriations contained within the present bill, 
and ali future appropriations, and carries out the 
sense of the House to make it a permanent law. 
I will add that the amendment meets the appro- 
bation of the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I want to ask 
whether the provision in that amendment, which 
says that unless the interests of the Indian may 
demand that it shall be paid otherwise, would not 
place it within the discretion of the President to 
supersede and obviate all the other provisions, if, 
in his judgment, the interests of the Indians re- 
quired it? 

Mr. ORR. There isa provision to that effect 
giving the President a discretion, and throwing 
the responsibility upon him if that discretion is 
not judiciously exercised. That was the only way 
by which the difficulty suggested yesterday even- 
ing by the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 


Fircn] could be obviated. By adopting this amend- | 


ment all objections are obviated, and the Indian 
has protection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. In any event, can the 
money be paid to agents? 

Mr. ORR. It cannot be paid to them in any 
event. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. This amend- 
ment has been considered generally by the gentle- 
men who engaged in discussion yesterday, and 
there is no objection to it. It isa repetition, but 
better guarded, to carry out the objects then in 
view, supposed to be effected by the amendment 
adopted to the deficiency bill. 

Mr. MOLONY. I desire to ask one question. 
I desire to know whether, in any event, this money 
could be paid to agents, and at the discretion of 
the President ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. In no event can it be paid to 


anybody but to the Indians themselves, and in no 


event can any officer of this Government recog- 
nize or enforce a contract with an Indian, but it | 
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leaves it for the Indian to do it for himself as he 
chooses. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. Onnr as a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the Senate, and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred wpon agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senate as amended; and being 
put was decided in the affirmative. ag 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 

Mr. HOUSTON. A considerable saving of 
time will be effected if the committee would take 
a test vote upon taking up the fortification bill, 
and if they decline doing so, I will agree not to 
ask them to take it up any more. 1 do not want 
to annoy the House. 

Mr. HALL. I rise to a question of order. [ 
understand, Mr. Chairman, that the debate upon 
the Indian appropriation bill was closed by order 
of the House. Now, the committee have no right 
under that resolution to take up any other bill be- 
fore this bill is reported to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is disposed to 
sustain that point of order, unless the motion of 
the gentleman from Alabama can be maintained 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALL. I object to it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the committee 
rise, and report the amendments to the House. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration Flouse bill No. 42, and sundry 
amendments from the Senate made thereto, some 


of which they had agreed to, and others they had 
not agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move the 
previous question upon the amendments to the In- 
dian appropriation bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I propose now, for the pur- 
ose of facilitating business, that the amendments 
he agreed to, excepting in the instances where 
a separate vote is called for. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that 
course will be pursued. 

There being no objection, the amendments were 
then read over, and separate votes were called for 
upon the following amendments, viz: 

On the second clause of the first amendment by 
Mr. McMc try; on the fourth amendment by Mr. 
Fircn; and on the eighth amendment by Mr. 
Hovston. 

Mr. McMULLIN. [intend to call for a sepa- 
rate vote upon the appropriation made for payment 
of the claim of David Taylor, and I ask now for 
a separate vote upon that. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. If we can go 
back at all, we can go back indefinitely, and there- 
fore I object. 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be done except by 
unanimous consent, the House having by unani- 
mous consent agreed that the amendments shall 
be read over, and separate votes asked for as the 
amendments were reported. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, sir, I object. 

The question was then put upon agreeing to all 
those amendments upon which a separate vote 
had been asked for, and they were concurred in. 

The question now being upon agreeing to the 
second clause of the first amendment of the Sen- 
ate, Viz: 

‘‘ For supplying a deficiency in the appropriation here- 
tofore made for removing the Choctaw Indians from Mis- 


sissippi, as estimated by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, $37,412.” 

Mr. McMULLIN demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon agreeing to 
the amendment, and it was decided in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 92, nays 69; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. William Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Barrere, Bissell, Bocock, Bowie, John H. Boyd, Breck- 
inridge, Briggs, Burrows, Busby, Caldwell, Cartter, 
Chandler, Chapman, Clark, Clingman, Colcock, Conger, 
Dean, Dimmick, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, East- 
man, Edgerten, Edmundson, Faulkner, Florence, Freeman, 
Henry M. Faller, Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, Green, 
Grey, Harper, Hawes, Hebard, Henn, Howard, Ingersoll, 
Geo. G. King, Kubns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Mann, Mar- 
tin, McNair, Meade,Henry D. Moore, Murray, Olds, Andrew 
Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Price, 
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Reed, Richardson, Riddle, Robie, Sackett, Savage, Scher- 
merhorn, Schoolcraft, Scudder, Scurry, David L. Seymour, 
Origen 8. Seymour, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stone, Suther- 
land, Sweetser, Taylor, Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, 
Venable, Walsh, Washburn, Weich, Wetls, Addison 
White, Witcox, Witdrick, and Woodward—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, Allison, 
Averett, Babcock, Bibighaus, Bragg, Brenton, Buell, Joseph 
Cable, Thompson Campbell, Chastain, Cobb, John G. 
Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dunham, Fitch, Floyd, Fowter, 
Gamble, Gaylord, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hascall, Haven, 
Hendricks, Hibbard, Holladay, Horsford, Houston, John 
W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, An- 
drew Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, Lock- 
bart, Mace, Mason, McCorkle, McLanahan, McMullin, 
McQueen, Molony, John Moore, Morehead, Newton, Orr, 
Outlaw, Peasiee, Penniman, Perkins, Powell, Robbins, 
Ross, Schoonmaker, Frederick P. Stanton, Staart, Wal- 
face, and Watkins—69. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
fourth amendment, as follows: 

“* At page 17 strike out all after line fifteen, to the end of 
line twenty-seven, en page 17's, and insert in lien thereof 
the following: 

‘< For the redemption and final extinction of the annuities 
to the Eel River Miamies, under the previsions of treaties of 
August 3, 1795, August 21, 1805, and the 30th September, 
1809, 815,000 ; to be paid per capita : Provided, That before 
paying such sum, or any part thereof, to the said Kel River 
Miamies, they shall relinquish, in such form as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall direct, all claim and demand on 
the United States, for all further annuities and payments : 
And provided further, That it shall be the duty of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, before the payment of said sum of 
money, as befere directed, to ascertain who are the indi- 
viduals composing the said band, without regard to the 
places of their residence, and to pay to said individuals se 
ascertained per capita the sum of money hereinbefore ap- 
propriated.”’ . 

The SPEAKER. To simplify the action of 
the body, the Chair will put the question upon 
agreeing to the Senate amendment. The Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
recommended the rejection of this amendment, 
but the question will be put upon agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. FITCH. 
vote? 

The SPEAKER. To disagree to the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

The question was then taken and it was decided 
in the negative. 

So the amendment of the Senate was not agreed 
to. 

The question now being upon agreeing to the 
eighth amendment of the Senate, to strike eut the 
following, viz: 

‘“«For payment to the Shawnees the moneys due to them, 
under and by virtue ofthe treaty of the 7th November, 1852, 
and 8th August, i831, between the United States and the 
two divisions of said tribe of Indians, the same being the 
net balance received into the Treasury from the sate of 
their lands in Ohio, $66,246 20: Provided, however, That 
said tribe of Indians shall first express their assent that the 
payment of the above sum shall be made equally to the 
whole tribe, rather than to either division thereof.”’ 


Mr. HOUSTON demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will those 
voting ‘* no”’ send this question to a committee of 
conference? Wiillthey not be disagreeing to the 
Senate amendment, which strikes out the House 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is not for the Chair to 
say what will be the result of the vote. A nega- 
tive vote will non-concur in the action of the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I desire to 
ask a question, if it is in order, and it is this: 
Can we expect to get through with these appro- 
priations if the gentleman from Alabama, the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
calls for the yeas and nays upon every proposition? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon this one vote, because it is an important one. 
I have attended to business quite as regularly as 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

[Cries of ** Order!” ** Order!’’] 


What will be the effect of the 


The question was then taken upon agreeing to 


the eighth amendment of the Senate; and it was 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 91, nays 53; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Allison, William Apple- 
ton, Averett, Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, Bocock, Briggs, 
George H. Brown, Busby, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Thomp- 
son Campbell, Caskie, Chastain, Clingman, Cobb, Colcock, 
Curtiz, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Dockery, Edgerton, Fick- 
lin, Floyd, Fowler, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, 


Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Harper, Isham G. Harris, | 


Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Hascall, Hebard, Hibbard, Hol- 
laday, Houston, Howard, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, 


Jackson, Andrew Johnsen, Daniel T. Jones, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, Lockhart, 
Mann, Martin, McLanahan, McMullin, McNair, McQueen, 
Millson, Moleny, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, 
Murray, Andrew Parker, Peasiee, Penniman, Price, Reed, 
Robbins, Robie, Ross, Schoonmaker, Scurry, David L. Sey- 
mour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, Abraham P. 
Stephens, Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, Venable, 
Wailace, Watkins, Wilcox, Wildrick, and W oodward—91. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Willis Allen, Barrere, Bibighaus, Bowie, 
Brenton, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Burrows, Chandler, 
Chapman, Clark, George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Disney, 
Ewing, Fitch, Floreace, Henry M. Fuller, Gaylord, Gorman, 
Green, Grey, Haws, Hendricks, Henn, Horsford, John W. 
Howe, Jenkins, Robert W. Johnson, Landry, Letcher, 
McCorkle, Newton, Olds, Orr, Outlaw , Samuel W. Parker, 
Schermerhorn, Scudder, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Fred 
erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanten, St. Martin, Strother, 
Staart, Sutherland, Sweetser, Taylor, Walsh,Ward,Weich, 
and Addison White—53. 


So the amendment of the Senate was agreed to. 
Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken, and to lay the motion to. reconsider 
upon the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 
{A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by the hands of Miz- 


Larp P. Fittmore, Esq., his Private Secretary, in- | 


forming the House thatthe President had approved 
and signed the following bills, viz: 

House bill No. 299. An act to provide for exe- 
cuting the public printing, and establishing the 
prices thereof, and for other purposes; and 

House bill No. 258. An act to reduce and de- 
fine the boundary of the military reserve at the 
Saint Peter river, in the Territory of Minnesota. ]} 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move to 
reconsider the votes upon agreeing to these amend- 
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ments collectively, and to lay them all upon the | 


table. 

The SPEAKER. 
had in detail. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
motion. 


GRANTS TO ARKANSAS AND MISSOURI. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move to sus- 


pend the rules of the House, and take up Senate 
bill No. 233, granting alternate sections of the 


The reconsideration must be 


Then I will not make that 


public land to the States of Arkansas and Mis- | 


sourl, for railroad purposes. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas to yield me the floor fora 
moment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
sibly do so. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 


I cannot pos- 


I wish to say 


that it is a matter in which parties are deeply in- | 


terested. The select committee appointed by the 
House with reference to the Gardiner claim de- 
sire to make a brief report. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I cannot yield. 
I ask the unanimous consent of the House to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union from the further consideration of 


Senate bill No. 233. 
he Clerk then read the bill as follows: 


* An act granting the right of way and making a grant of 


jand to the States of Arkansas and Missouri to aid in the 
constraction of a railroad from a point on the Mississippi 


opposite the mouth of the Ohio river, via Lake Rock, to | 


the Texas boundary, near Fulton, in Arkansas, with 
branches to Fort Smith.”’ 


Mr. ALLISON. [ object. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I move to suspend the rules. 


Mr. ALLISON. Upon that motion I ask the | 


yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. 


Sranton of Tennessee, were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 97, noes 29. 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended. 

The question recurred upon the motion to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union from the further consideration of the 
bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON demanded the previous ques- 


tion; which was seconded, and the main question | 


ordered to be put. 
The question was then put, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 


The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 


be engrossed and read a third time. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, demanded the | 


previous question. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
, main question ordered to be put, 


WASHBURN demanded tellers; which | 


were ordered; and Messrs. Brecxinrincer, and || 
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Mr. JENKINS moved to lay the bill upon the 
table, and upon that motion demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. JOHNSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. . 

The SPEAKER. That being a privileged 
question, is first in order. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Joun- 
son’s motion to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. AVERETT. Is it in order now to move 
to lay the bill upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The House has 
made an order that the bill be read the third time, 
which has not yet been done. 

The bill was then read the third time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I demand the 
previous question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. JENKINS. [now move that the bill be 
laid upon the table, and upon that motion I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Jen- 
KINS’s motion, and it was decided in the negative 
—yeas 62, nays 83; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, 


Averett, Thomas H. 


| Bayly, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bocock, John I. Boyd, Bragg, 


Brenton, Buell, Burrows, Busby, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, 
Caskie, Chastain, Colcock, Curtis, Dawson, Dean, Dim- 
mick, Duncan, Flovd, Fowler, Goodenow, Goodrich, Ham 
iton, Hammond, Hebard, Hibbard, Horsford, John W. 
Howe, Ives, Jenkins, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, 
George G. King, Preston King, Letcher, Martin, McLana 
han, Millson, Morehead, Murray, Newton Andrew Parkei, 
Powell, Price, Robbins, Ross, Schoonmaker, Scudder, 
Origen 8S. Seymour, Skelton, Thompson, Walbridge, Wal- 
lace, Washburn, Wells, Wildrick,and Woodward—f2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charlies Allen, Willis Allen, William 
Appleton, Barrere, Bissell, Bowie, Bowne, Breckinridge, 
Briggs, Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, E. Carrington 
Cabell, Thompson Campbell, Churchwell, Clark, Cling 
man, Cobb, Conger, Jobn G. Davis, Disney, Edgerton, 
Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Gay 
lord, Gentry, Gilmore, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Harper, Samp 
son W. Harris, Hart, Haws, Hendricks, Henn, Houston, 
Howard, Jackson, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, McCorkle, Molony, 
Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morrison, Olds, Orr, Samuet 
W. Parker, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Porter Rich- 
ardson, Riddle, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Seurry, David L. 
Seymour, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stone, 
St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sweetser, Taylor, Walsh, 
Watkins, Welch, Wilcox, and Yates—83. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 
The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 
The question now being, ‘* Shall the bill pass ?’” 
Mr. VENABLE demanded the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 
The question was then put, and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 79, nays 71; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, William Appleton, Bar- 
rere, Bissell, Bowie, Bowne, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, 
Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, FE. Carrington Cabell, 
Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, 
Chandler, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, 
John G. Davis, Eastman, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Free 
man, Henry M. Fuller, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodrich, Gor- 
man, Grey, Hall, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Hen- 
dricks, Henn, Howard, Jackson, John Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnsen, Kubns, Landry, Lockhart, McCorkle, Molony, 
Heary D. Moore, John Moore, Olds, Orr, Samuel W. Par 
ker, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Richardson, 
Riddle, Sackett, Scurry, Smith, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, A. P. Stephens, 
Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Taylor, 
Walsh, Watkins, Welch, Addison White, Wilcox, and 
Yates—79. 
NAYS—Wessrs. Aiken, Allison, Ashe, Averett, Babeock, 
Thos. H. Bayly, Beale, Bennett, Bibighaus, John H. Boyd, 
Bragg, Buell, Burrows, Busby, Caldwell, Caskie, Chap 
man, Chastain, Colcock, Curtis, Dawson, Dimmick, Dock- 
ery, Duncan, Dunham, Floyd, Fowler, Goodenow, Hamil- 
| ton, Hammond, Haws, Hebard, Hibbard, Horsford, John 
| W. Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, Jenkins, Daniel T. Jones, Geo, 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, Preston King, 
Letcher, Martin, Mason, McLanahan, Millson, Morehead, 
| Murray, Newton, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Perkins, Pow- 
| ell, Price, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Schoonmaker, Scudder, 
David L. Seymour, Origen 8S. Seymour, Skelton, Thomp 
son, Venable, Walbridge, Wallace, Washburn, Wildrick, 
and Woodward—71. 


So the bill was passed, 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and also move to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table. 

The question was put upon the latter motion, 
and it was agreed to. 

. Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, obtained the 
floor, 
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MRS. MARGARET HETZEL. 


Ur. KING, of New York. I ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky to give way, so as to allow meto 
rit »a motion to reconsider, which I entered the 
ther day, ata time when [ had no opportunity 
to have it considered, 

Mr. STANTON. I will give way to the gen- 
tleman, if 1 do not lose my right to the floor. 

Mr. KING. Then I call up the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which Senate bill No. 83, 
‘*for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, widow 
and administratrix of A. R. Hetzel, late assistant 
quartermaster in the Army of the United States,”’ 
was reported to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

The question was put upon the motion to recon- 
sider, and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the motion to com- 
mit the bill, and being put, the motion was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. KING, of New York, demanded the pre 
vious question. 

The pre vious question was se onded, and the 
main question ordered, 

The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 

» read a third time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is there a report with that 
Oliis 

Mr. BISSELL. 1 will state to the gentleman 
from Alabama, that this is a Senate bill. The 
Committee on Military Affairs of this House have 
riven to it a careful consideration, and have re- 
ported unanimously in favor of its passage. This 
is the third session at which it has been passed by 
one House or the other, but heretofore it has al- 
ways failed for want of time. About the justice 
of the claim, there can be no question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand—and if [ am 
wrong, I desire to be corrected—that this bill pro- 
poses to give to an officer, or to the widow of an 
officer, which is the same thing,a percentage upon 
the money which he disbursed at the time when 
he was an officer of the Government, and drawing 
his pay and compensation as such. If that prin- 
ciple is involved in the bill, it is a new one, and one 
which will lead to the expenditure of $40,000,000. 
1 ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER If not objected to, it will be 
read, : 

Mr. STUART. 
report, 

Mr. HOUSTON. Can objection be made? 
Have I not a right to the reading of the report? 
iam entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman has no such right. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Am I not entitled to the 
floor? 

The SPEAKER. Not for any legitimate pur- 
pose, under the rules, unless it be to move that the 
bill be laid upon the table, the previous question 
having been ordered. 

Mr. HART. Then I call the gentleman from 
Alabama to order, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. Bisse..] a question. 
1 understand that Mr. Hetzel was a captain in 
the Army of the United States, and as quarter- 
naster, in the receipt of all the pay and emolu- 
ments of a quartermaster; that he disbursed some 
money, perhaps in Florida, prior to his death; that 
this bill is to pay his widow a percentage or com- 
mission upon the money which he thus disbursed, 
while he was in the receipt of his pay as a captain 
in the Quartermaster’s Department; and that the 
amount is some $10,000 or $12,000. Am I cor- 
rect? 

Mr. BISSELL. I will answer the gentleman’s 
inquiry with a great deal of pleasure. The de- 
ceased, Captain Hetzel, was a captain in the 
Quartermaster’s Department, discharging the du- 
ties of quartermaster, and_ receiving his pay as 
such. In addition to that, he performed duties so 
responsible and important as, in the opinion of 
General Scott and General Wool, under whom he 
was serving, and in the opinion of the War De- 
partment here, entitled him to the amount now 
claimed by his widow, and they only regretted 
that the Jaw, as it stood, did not authorize the 
Department to allow it. Upon the files here, are 
letters from General Scott and General Wool, 
both certifying in the strongest manner to the jus- 
tice of this claim, and requesting that Congress 
ahall make the allowance. 


I object to the reading of the 


Mr. MOORE, of Peunsylvani 1. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Iilinois. 
ther debate. 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is notin ordei 
the previous question having been sustained. 

Mr. POLK. I desire, if it is im order, to ask a 
question, that I may be able to vote witha know 
edge of the facts of the case. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in ord r, €Xcept by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. POLK. ThenI hope the House wi!! al- 
low me to propound it, 

Mr. KING, of New York. 1 object. 

The bill was then ordered to a third readin 
and was subsequently read the third tim: 

Mr. BISSELL. I move the previous qu: n 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 


l object to fur- 
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The question now being, ** Shall the bill pass? 
it was put, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BISSELL. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table. 

The question was put upon the latter motion, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK obtained the floor. 

PROPOSITION TO ELECT A PRINTER. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I rise to a 
question of privilege. 

Mr. COBB. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky rises to a question of privilege, which is a 
question of a still higher order. 

Mr. STANTON. The question which I desire 
to presentrelates to the organization of the House. 
A bill providing for the election of a public printer 
passed this House, and afterwards the Senate. It 
has been approved by the President, and his ap- 
proval communicated to the House. The resolu- 
tion | now desire to offer relates to the election of 
that officer. 

APPEALS FROM THE PATENT OFFICE. 

Mr. CARTTER. I desire to make an appeal 
to my friend from Kentucky. I want to ask the 
permission of the House to introduce a bill merely 
formal in its legislation, but of great importance 
in connection with the Patent Office. The whole 
business of that office is brought toa stand by the 
infirmity of the Chief Justice of this District, to 
whom appeals are made under the existing pro- 
visions of law, and it is of the highest importance 
that some authority of an appellate character 
should be substituted in his place. I have drawn 
up a bill, and have assurances from the Senate 
that it can be passed there, providing facilities for 
these appeals by simply charging the duty upon 
he associates of the Chief Justice of the District; 
and I hope the House will unanimously consent 
that it may pass. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. If the bill is 
not to give rise to any debate or to consume much 
time, I have no objection to it. 

Mr. CARTTER. I will withdraw it, if it zives 
rise to any debate. But there is no gentleman 
upon the floor who will not see the necessity of 
passing the hill. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I will give way to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CARTTER. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to allow me to introduce the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was received, 
and read a first and second time by its title, viz: 

«An actin addition to * An act to promote the progress 
of useful arts.’”’ 

Several MemsBers. ‘* Read the bill.’’ 

The bill was read through by the Clerk. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and, having been engrossed, it 
was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. STANTON. I now call up my privileged 

uestion. 

Mr. DANIEL. I rise to submit a question of 
order. I submit that the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky is not a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from lowa 
[Mr. Crarx] rose and was recognized by the 
Chair. The gentleman from Kentucky {Mr. 
Stanton] then rose to a question of privilege, to 
proceed to the election of a public printer. The 
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as it relates to the organization of the House, mus 
take precedence of all others. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand it is in order for 
the Committee on Printing to make a report at 
any time, but that the House is not necessarily 
obliged to take up that report to act upon it. ] 
think it is in order to make a motion to take un 
the report and have the sense of the House taken 
upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina has been led into an error as to the 
nature of the I roposition submitted by the ventle 
man from Kentucky. It is not to make a report 
from the Committee on Printing at all. It is nor 


upon that ground that the Chair decides that his 
proposition must be considered now. Congress 
has passed a law authorizing this House to elect 
a public printer and make him an officer of this 
House. The gentleman from Kentucky now sub 
mits a proposition that the House proceed to the 
election of a public printer, and the Chair decide 

that it Is a question of privilege which override 

ail privi eged questions. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is it not in order to move t 
suspend the rules and go into a Committee of the 
W hole on the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. Not if the gentleman from 
Kentucky presses hi 





118 proposition. 


ELECTION OF PRINTER. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I now sub 
mit the following resolution, which I ask may be 
read. 

The resolution was read by the Clerk, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That this House will now proceed to the elec 


tion of a public printer for the House of Representatives to 
serve during the remainder of the present Congress. 


Mr. STANTON. Upon the adoption of the 
resolution I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put, 

The resolution was then adopted. 

Mr. GOODENOW. Is it in order to move 
that the resolution do lie upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. GOODENOW._I make that motion. 1 
ask that the resolution may again be read. 

It was again read by the Clerk. 

Mr. BARRERE. [ demand the veas and nays 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put, and the House re 
fused to lay the resolution on the table. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted, and 
move to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The question was put, and the latter motion 
was agreed to. 


The House then proceeded, in the execution of 
its order, to the election of a public printer. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, nominated Gen- 
eral Robert Armstrong. p 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. As _ there 
seems to be no further nomination, | move that 
General Robert Armstrong be declared elected the 
public printer of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can only be en- 
tertained by unanimous consent. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. SCURRY. It is but seldom that I have 
ever troubled the House with a single remark, but 
I ask permission to say one word. Since [ began 
to know anything of the relations between man 
and man, the name of General Robert Armstrong 


| has come down to meas one of the purest patriots 


the world has ever produced. 

The following gentlemen were then nominated 
as candidates: 

By Mr. CLINGMAN—John T. Towers. 

By Mr. PENNIMAN—John C. Rives. 

By Mr. CONGER—Gales & Seaton. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania—George S. 


| Gideon. 


By Mr. MARTIN—Horace Greeley, of New 


| York. 


j 


; 
| 


By Mr. GENTRY—Rev. William G. Brown- 
low, of Tennessee. 

By Mr. FLOYD—William C. Bryant, of New 
York. 

By Mr. DURKEE—Dr. G. Bailey. 

By Mr. SACKETT—Henry D. Raymond, of 


Chair thinks that is a question of privilege which, | New York. 
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By Mr. WEIGHTMAN 
of Santa Fé. 

Mr. McMULLIN. [ desire to know by what 
authority the name of John C. Rives is presented 
here? I understand that he did not wish the ap- 


—Patrick Kepheart, 





point nent. 

' Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to be in- 
formed by the gentleman who nominated Mr. 
Rives, whether he did it by Mr. Rives’s authori- 


‘¥ 
"Mr. PENNIMAN. {Iclaim the right to nom- 
nate him without asking any man’s consent. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I am informed by Mr. 
Rives’s friends that he does not wish the nomina- 
tion. [think it is important that the House should 
inderst ind that fact. 

The SPEAKER then appointed Messrs. Fow- 
Ler, Stanton of Kentucky, Jonnson of Arkan- 
sas, and CHANDLER, as tellers. 

The roll was then called, with the following re- 
sult: Whole number of votes, [87; necessary to 
i choice, 94. Of which— 

Robert Armstrong received.........+++ 107 
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The following is the vote in detail, viz: 

For Robert Armstrong.—Messrs. Willis Allen, Ashe, 
Averett, Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Linn 
Boyd, Bocock, Bragg, Breckinridge, Albert G. Brown, Bus 
by, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chastain, Church- 
well, Clark, Cobb, Curtis, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, Eastman, Edgerton, Ed 
mundson, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, Gamble, 
Gaylord, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Ham 
mond, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Hen- 
dricks, Hlenn, Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Inger- 
soll, Jackson, Jeukins, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. John 
son, Geo. W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Preston King, Kurtz, 
Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Mason, McCorkle, McLanahan, 
MeMuliin, McNair, Meade, Millson, Molony, Morrison, 
Murray, Olds, Orr, Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, 
Polk, Powell, Price, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, 
Ross, Savage, Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, David L. Sey- 
mour, Sk u, Smith, Snow, Frederick P. Stanton, Ricb- 
ard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, 
Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, Thurston, Venable, Wilcox, 
and Wildrick—107. 

For John T. Towers.—Messrs. Barrere, Bennett, Bibig- 
haus, John H. Boyd, Brenton, Brooks, Burrows, E. Car 
rington Cabell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chapman, Clingman, 
Faulkner, Fowler, Haws, Haven, Horsford, Outlaw, Per 
kins, Schoolcraft, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Thaddeus Ste- 
vens, Strother, Thompson, Walbridge, Walsh, Welch, and 
Wells—2s8. 

For Gales § Seaton.—-Messrs. Bowie, George H. Brown, 
Caldwell, Chandler, Conger, George ‘I’. Davis, Dockery, 
Dunean, Goodrich, Harper, Hebard, George G. King, Mar 
tin, John Moore, Morehead, Samuel W. Parker, Schermer- 
horn, Scudder, Taylor, and Addison White—20. 

Por George S. Gideon.—Messrs. Win. Appleton, Briggs, 
Evans, Ewing, Grey, Kuhns, Landry, Henry D. Moore, 
and Yates—9. 

For G. Bailey.—Messrs. Charles Allen, Durkee, John W. 
Howe, Mann, Newton, and Townshend—6. 

For W. C. Bryant.—Messrs. Buell, Joseph Cable, Floyd, 
and Thomas Y. How—4. 

For John C. Rives.—Messrs. John Johnson, Penniman, 
and Woodward—3. 

For Horace Greeley.—Messrs. Allison, Washburn, and 
Reed—3. 

For J. M. Daniel.—Messrs. Colcock and Wallace—2. 

For W. P. Brownlow.—Messrs. Gentry and Watkins—2. 

For H. J. Raymond.—Messrs. Sackett and Schoonma- 
ker—2. 

For John Forsyth.—Mr. McQueen—1l. 

The SPEAKER then declared General Robert 
Armstrong to be duly elected the public printer 
for the House of Representatives. 


Mr. CLARK obtained the floor. 


IOWA RAILROAD. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I ask the 
gentleman from Iowa to yield to me for one mo- 
ment. I desire to appeal to the House to go inte 
Committee of the Whole and take up the river 
and harbor bill. 


GARDINER CLAIM. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I rise for the 
purpose of making an appeal both to the gentle- 
man from Iowa and to the gentleman from New 
York. The Select Committee appointed by the 
House to investigate the Gardiner claim, and the 
connection the Secretary of the Treasury had with 
that claim, have performed their duty and they 
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wish to make a report tothe House. The report 
is not long, and the House can dispose of it in a 
very few minutes. It is a very important ques- 
tion, in which Congress and the country feel a 
very deep interest. [| ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to allow us to make that report, 
that it may be disposed of. 

[Cries of ‘Agreed!’ ‘*Agreed!’"} 

Mr. CLARK. I am appealed to on all sides 
to give way, and I think it would not be right to 
make a distinction. I therefore decline. 

Whatever may be the result of the application 
| now make to the House, I have at least the 
gratification to know that I have an opportunity 
to present a certain measure of importance to the 
House. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
House—and if it be not granted, which | hope it 
will be, I shall move to suspend the rules—for the 
purpose of taking up Senate bill No. 155, which 
provides for granting the right of way from Wa- 
bash river to the Missouri river, for a grant of 
land to aid in the construction of a railroad be- 
tween the points designated in the bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to present this sug- 
gestion to the gentleman from lowa. A great many 
members desire to have an evening session. ‘The 
gentleman from Lowa is entitled to the floor, and I 
suggest to him if we are going to have an evening 
session, we had better adjourn now for that pur- 
pose, and he can still hold the floor. If the gen- 
tleman will give way I will move that the House 
take a recess until seven o’clock. 

Mr. CLARK. I would not set myself in oppo- 
sition to the sense of the House. If the House 
desire | will give way. 

{Cries of ** No!’ **No *] 

Mr. CLARK. Then I decline to give way for 
that purpose. I move to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of taking up the bill I have indicated, 
and I presume I may now be allowed to make a 
few remarks by way of explanation of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can only 
proceed by unanimous consent. 

{Cries of ** Object! ’’] 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 hope that the gentleman 
will allow meto make the motion that the House 
take a recess. It is the wish of many members 
that we should hold an evening session, and if we 
are to do so, | think we had better adjourn and ad- 
journ at dinner time. 

Mr. CLARK. Ifthat is the wish of the House 
I will give way. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama can only be entertained by 


unanimous consent. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I object. 

Mr. AVERETT. 1 demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I ask the gentle- 
man from lowa if in case the rules are suspended 
he will accept as an amendment to his bill that 
proposition which he will recollect was discussed 
somewhat at length a short time ago to aid in the 
contsruction ofa railroad to Pensacola. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, demanded the yeas 
and nays upon the motion to adjourn; but they 
were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, apd there were, on 
a division—ayes 63; when 

Mr. HAVEN demanded tefféfs; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Venasie and Dawson ap- 
pointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 72, noes 70. 

So the House adjourned until to-morrow at 
eleven o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, August 27, 1852. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. But er. 

On motion by Mr. GWIN, the reading of the 
Journal was dispensed with. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the order re- 
quiring to-day to be set apart for private business, 
was dispensed with. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- 
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cing that it had passed the following bills from the 
Senate: 

An act for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Davis, 
widow of Daniel W. Davis; and 

An act authorizing imported goods, wares, and 
merchandise, entered and bonded for warehousing, 
in pursuance of law, to be exported by certam 
routes, to ports and places in Mexico. — 

Also, that the House of Representatives concur 
in the amendments of the Senate to the bill to 
amend the act entitled ‘*Anactto reduce and modify 
the rates of postage in the United States, and for 
other purposes,*’ passed March 3, 185], with an 
amendment, in which they request the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

Also, that the House of Representatives had 
passed a bill entitled **An act making further pro- 
vision for the satisfaction of Virginia military 
land warrants.”’ ‘ 

A subsequent message was received from the 
House of Representatives, announcing that it had 
passed the following bill from the Senate: 

An act for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, 
widow and administratrix of A. R. Hetzel, late 
Assistant Quartermaster in the United States 
Army. 

Also, that it had passed a bill entitled ‘*An act 
‘granting the right of way and making a grant of 
‘land to the States of Arkansas and Missouri, to 
‘aid in the construction of a railroad from a point 
‘on the Mississippi, opposite the mouth of the 
‘Ohioriver, via Little Rock, to the Texas bound- 
‘ary, near Fulton,in Arkansas, with branches to 
‘Fort Smith and the Mississippi river.”’ 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Hayes, its Chief Clerk, an- 
nouncing that it agreed to the first, second, third, 
fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, and ninth amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes for the 
year ending June 30th, 1853; that they agree to 
the tenth and eleventh amendments with amend- 
ments, and disagree to the fourth amendment of 
the Senate to the said bill. 


PATENT APPEALS. 
Also, that it had passed a bill entitled ‘* An act 
in addition to an * Act to promote the progress of 
the useful arts.’ ”’ 


REPORTS FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which were referred the following bills 
from the House of Representatives, reported back 
the same with sundry amendments: 

An act making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the year ending the 30th June, 
1853; and 

An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department during the fiscal year 
ending 30th June, 1853. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the bill from the House of Representa- 
tives making appropriations for the transportation 
of the United States mail by ocean steamers, 
and otherwise, during the fiscal year ending 30th 
June, 1853, reported back the same without 
amendment. 


RANDOLPH COYLE. 


Mr. PRATT submitted the views of the mi- 
nority of the Committee on Public Lands, to 
which had been referred the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior on the conflicting claims of Ran- 
dolph Coyle, John Delafield, and the corporation 
of Cincinnati, to certain lands in that city; which 
was ordered to be printed in connection with the 
report of the committee on the subject 


ISLAND OF ST. DOMINGO. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. M. P. Firimone, his 
Secretary, in answer to aresolution of the Senate of 
the 14th ultimo, requesting a copy of the corre- 
spondence of Mr. R. M. Walsh, while he was 
employed as a special agent of this Government 
in the Island of St. Domingo, transmitting a report 
from the Secretary of State and the documents by 
which it was accompanied. 

On motion bv Mr. IIUNTER, it was ordered 
table and be printed 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone the prior 
orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending June 
20th, 1853. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
to make a report. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


I hope the Senator will allow me 


I would give way but for the 


fuct that the report will give rise to debate, and I | 


think we had. better go on and dispose of the im- 
portant and pressing business before us. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
occupy more than three minutes. 
boat safety bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. 


make reports, 


Other gentlemen also wish to 
My aim isto have the civil and 
diplomatic bill disposed of immediately, and there- 
fore | must insist on my motion, 

Mr. RUSK. I hope the Senater from Virginia 
will vield to the Senater from Massachusetts. I 
revard the bill which he desires to report as rmhore 
important than the civil and diplomaue bill, 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘The bill which the Senator 
from Massachusetts desires to report is one that 
will vive rise to opposition, and we cannot act on 
itthis morning. IL bave received a remonstrance 
against it, and I must look a little more into it be- 
fore [ consent to have it pass. 


1 do not think my report will | 
It is the steam- | 


1] must insist on | 


my motion to postpone the prior orders for the 
uurpose of taking up the civil and diplomatic bill. | 


Vir. GWIN. 
want to know whether or not we are to go on with 
the business of the country. 


J call for the yeas and nays, I | 


I want to see upon | 


the record the names of those who are opposed to | 


going on with the civil and diplomatic bill. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. Lam opposed to taking 
up the eivil and diplomatic bill, because the bill 
which the Senator from Massachusetts desires to 
report is of great importance to every one who 
may be engaged in traveling on water. It is the 
bill in relation to the security of the lives of pas- 
sencers, 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRIGHT. lam as anxious to take up 
the civil and diplomatic bill as any gentleman here; 
but | think it is more important than to dispose 
even of that now that we should take up the Flor- 
ida election case. I think that question should be 
decided at this session, or be postponed until the 


next session, and I shall vote against taking up | 


the civil and diplomatic bill with a view of getting 
up that case. 

Mr. GWIN. It is well known that the Senator 
from Virginia is willing to take up that case as 
soon as we get through with the civil and diplo- 
matic bill, 
appropriation bills put through to-day. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
diplomatic bill could be put through within the 
next six hours, I would not object to taking it up; 
but there was an amendment pending when the 
adjournment took place last mght, which will, in 
all probability, lead to along debate. 

Mr. RUSK. 
be reported by the Senator from Massachusetts is 
more important than all the appropriation bills 
before Congress; at least, that is my judgment 
from the most deliberate examination of the mat- 
ter. There is no danger of the passage of those 
bills. Ihave seen just such a squabble as we are 
in now on the last nights of the session, and I 
never yet saw an appropriation bill fail. I have 
been alarmed heretofore with regard to their fate, 
but I have got over all that, and intend never to 


All that we want is to get one of the | 


If I believed that the civil and | 


I know that the bill proposed to | 


be alarmed again about the danger of getting ap- | 


propriation bills through. The bill proposed to | 


e reported by the Senator from Massachusetts— 
and which cannot.occupy ten minutes, because 
every Senator must be well acquainted with it—is 
for the protection of human life. 
back from the House of Representatives with 
amendments which I think will be concurred in 
immediately by the Senate. If it falls now, it is 
gone, and gone forever; and upon the petition of 
persons who are interested and making money, 
that bill is to get its quietus. Sir, we have sacri- 
ficed human life enough, It is time that some 
guards should be thrown around it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is it in order to go into the 
merits of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT. It is not in order to go 
into the merits of the bill. The question now 


It has come | 





| up the civil avd diplomatic bill. 
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pending is on postponing the previous orders to 


take up the civil and diplomatic bill, 

Mr.GWIN. I want to call the attention of the 
Senate to the combination which exists here 
against the civil and diplomatic bill. The Senator 
from Indiana gets up and wants the Florida elec- 
tion case taken up, and the Senator from Texas 
wants the steamboat bill taken up. Here are 
combinations against the appropriation bills on the 
presumption that we are forced to pass them any- 
how. I tell you, sir, we shall soon have an ex- 
periment here. ‘These bills will be defeated if more 
time is not given for their consideration. 

Mr. RUSK. I am in no combination anywhere. 
Iam here as a Senator of the United States to do 
my duty;and 1 will do it. I have said I shall 
discharge that duty, and I would do it at the last 
moment of the session. We have three or four 
days yet, and | have had just such apprehensions 
as these on the last night of the session, and yet 
the appropriation bills got through, and reached 
the President, and were signed. 

Mr. GWIN. I charge what 1 saw on the face 
of the Senate. The fact is evident that those who 
want the Florida election case taken up oppose this 
motion, and those who are in favor of the steam- 
boat bill oppose it. 

The PRESIDENT. The proposition is to 
postpone the previous orders with a view to take 
Senators must 
confine their remarks to that motion. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
on the motion, resulted—yeas 18, nays 23; as fol- 
lows: 

YRAS—Meessrs. Adams, Atchison, Brooke, Charlton, 
Clemens, Douglas, Gwin, Hunter, James, King, Mangum, 
“7 Miller, Morton, Pearce, Upham, Wade, and Wal 

er 5. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Borland, Bradbury, 
Bright, Clarke, Davis, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of lowa, Downs, Felch, Fish, Hale, Hamilton, Jones 


of Lowa, Mallory, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, | 


and Wetler—23. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


FLORIDA ELECTION CASE. 


Mr. WELLER. I now move to dispense with 
the prior orders for the purpose of taking up the 
report of the committee on the contested election 
of Senator from Florida. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to make a report. 

Mr. WELLER. I am very anxious to have 
this matter disposed of, 
nine months. 
tled long ago. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 
the Senator from California, whether he proposes 
to dispose of the Florida election case without 
giving the contestant an opportunity of answering 
the report of the committee? 

Mr. WELLER. It will be time enough to de- 
cide that question when the consideration of the 
report comes up. I am not certain that the con- 
testant desires to be heard; but I will say to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, that the only argu- 
ments I have heard on the subject, are those in 
favor of the contestant, and I think I understand 
the question as well as I would after hearing him. 
I must ask the yeas and nays on the motion. I 
wish the Journal to show who is in favor of post- 
poning this case until next session. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RUSK. 
as the report of the Senator from Massachusetts 
is made. 

Mr. WELLE. If I understand the Senator 
from Massachusetts, he simply desires to report 
that bill. If that is all, I will suspend the motion 
until he makes his report. 

Mr. DAVIS. I mean to report the bill, and to 
ask the Senate to act upon it at once. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I cannot withdraw. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
Senator, at the same time, that I do not expect it 
will occupy three minutes. 

Mr. HUNTER. [apprehend the Senator from 


I think it ought to have been set- 


| Massachusetts is mistaken. There are now com- 


mittees here remonstrating against that bill, and 
he will find opposition to it. 
Mr. JAMES. I have no objection to the hon- 


| orable chairman of the Committee on Commerce 


reporting the bill. I have had no opportunity of 
examining it since it came from the sone of Rep- 
resentatives. I would like at least from now till 
to-morrow to look into the bill before it is acted 
upon. 


It has been pending for | 


I would like to inquire of | 


I will vote for taking it up as soon 


1 would say to the honorable | 


| 
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Mr. BRADBURY. If we could have an un- 
derstanding that at twelve o’clock the Semate would 
proceed to the consideration of the Florida election 
ease, I would, for one, consent to the time being 
occupied in making reports, and if that can be the 
understanding, | would ask my friend from Cali- 
fornia not to press his motion tll twelve o’clock, 
in order that reports may be made, with the com- 
mon understanding that at that hour we will pro- 
ceed to decide the case which concerns the right of 
a member, who has oceupied a seat which has been 
contested, thus placing him in an unpleasant con- 
dition for eight or nine months. ‘ 

Mr.GWIN. If gentlemen are making their ar- 
rangements for the balance of the session, | would 
like to know when they intend to take up the ap- 
propriation bills. 

The question being taken, by yeas and nays, on 
the motion of Mr. WeELteR, to postpone the prior 
orders to proceed to the consideration of the report 
of the committee on the Florida contested-election 
case, resulted—yeas 23, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Bayard. Bradbury, 
Bright, Brooke, Chariton, Clemens, Dawson, Fetch, Gwin, 
Hale, Houston, Hanter, James, Jones of Lowa, King, Sew- 
ard, Stockton, Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Weller—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Borland, Brodhead,Clarke, 
Davis, Dodge of Wiseonsin, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, 
Downs, Fish, Hamlin, Mangum, Miller, Morton, Pearce, 
Rusk, Smith, Spruance, Underwood, and U pham—2!}. 

The Senate accordingly proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the report of the committee on the 
case of the contested election from F'lorida. 

Mr. BADGER meved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the resolution submitted b 
Mr. Morrovy, to allow the contestant, Mr. Yulee, 
to be heard in support of his petition; and after 
being amended on the motion of Mr. Pearce, so 
as to limit the contestant to two hours, it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. YULEE addressed the Senate for two 
hours; and, on motion by Mr. Bancer, the time 
was extended one hour longer. 

Mr. BADGER also addressed the Senate on the 
merits of the case, the pending question being on 
the following resolution, which was reported by 
the select committee: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Sternen R. Mattory was 


duly elected a member of the Senate of the United States 
from the third day of March, 1851. 


Mr. HUNTER. I must appeal to the Senate 
to take a vote upon this matter, in order that we 
may proceed to the consideration of the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill. 

[Cries of ** Question !”’ ** Question !”’} 

Mr. MORTON. I rise for the purpose of ask- 
ing the Senate to excuse me from voting on this 
question. Itis unnecessary for me to state the 
reasons why I make this request. The Senate 
will readily comprehend the delicacy of my posi- 
tion. 

Mr. PRATT. 
on this question, 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken, and 
resulted—yeas 41, nays 0; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Bel}, Bradbury, Bright, 
Brooke, Butler, Cass, Charlton, Clemens, Cooper, Davis, 
Dawson, De Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
Iowa, Downs, Fetch, Pish, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Houston, 
Hunter, James, Jones of Iowa, King, Mason, Meriwether, 
Miller, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Seward, Smith, Soulé, Spru- 
ance, Sumner, Toucey, Underwood, and Weller—4l. 

NAYS—None. 

So the resolution reported by the committee was 
adopted. 

[‘The debate upon the above case will be found 
in the Appendix.]} 


SEIZURE AND FORFEITURE OF GOODS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
| Senate a report of the Acting Secretary of the 
| Treasury, communicating, in compliance with a 

resolution of the Senate of the 22d of January last, 
a statement of the seizure and forfeiture of goods 
under the tariff act of 1846, on the ground of un- 
dervaluation or fraud in the invoices; which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


MEXICAN BOUNDARY LINE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, communi- 
cating, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 2d instant, a copy of the pape made 

‘by Lieutenant Colonel Graham, of the Topo- 


I ask for the yeas and nays 


graphical Engineers, in relation to the boundary 
| line between Mexico and the United States, statin 
| that at the date of the resolution, no report, su 


OBAAS hs 6s a 








1852. 

as is described in the resolution, was on the files 
of the Department; that on the 19th instant such 
a report was filed in the Topographical Bureau, 
and that on the following day a copy was sent to 
the War Department, of which the Secretary of 
War was not aware until some days afterwards, 

Mr. WELLER. At the time that that resolu- 
tion was offered, | understood the report was filed 
in the War Department. It seems that it has 
been filed there subsequently. I move the refer- 
ence ofthe communication, with the accompanying 
papers, to the select committee to whom the other 
documents have been referred which relate to this 
matter. 

Mr. RUSK. Thatis a very important docu- 
ment. I move that it be printed. 

Mr. CLARKE. I would suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Texas that it is impossible to have that 
document printed in time for use during the pres- 
ent session. It may be important to gentlemen 
who wish to discuss the matter to which it relates, 
and I hope it will not now be sent to the printer. 

Mr. MASON. That report will doubtless con- 
tain information of great interest to the American 
people. It refers to the question of the boundary 
of the United States and Mexico, and to questions 
that have been passed upon by this Administra- 
tion in reference to that boundary. I trust that 
every word of it, without abating a line or a letter, 
may be printed, so that the American people may 
know its whole contents. 

Mr. CLARKE. I perfectly agree with the 
Senator from Virginia that every line of that doc- 
ament should go before the American people. I 
agree with him that everything therein contained 
should be known; but if it is put into the hands 
of the printer, is it possible that we can see it for 
the next two or three days? We may want to 
look at it in the mean time. 

Mr. RUSK. [am in no hurry to send it off to 
the printer. Iam quite willing that it should re- 
main here for a week, if it is desirable. All I 
wished was to make the motion that it should be 
printed, so that we might all have an ample op- 
portunity of reading it. 

Mr. CLARKE. I make no objection to its be- 
ing printed—none in the least. I am perfectly 
willing—yea, anxious to have it printed. I have 
not the slightest wish that so valuable a document 
should for a moment be screened from the public 
eye; but if we order it to be printed to-day, and 
to-morrow we should happen to want it, it will be 
in the hands of the printer, and we shall not be 
able to obtain it. If gentlemen will allow it to be 
referred to the Select Committee, we can look at it 
in the mean time, and it can be printed afterwards. 

Mr. RUSK. Very well. In order to save 
time, I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WELLER. I have moved to refer this com- 
munication and the accompanying papers to the 
Select Committee, and I give notice that to-morrow 
I shall ask the chairman of that committee to re- 
ss upon it and the other communications which 


ave been referred to that committee in relation to | 


this subject. 
The communication was accordingly so referred. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider ‘* An act making appropriations for the civil 
‘and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 


‘the year ending the 30th of June, 1853, and for 
* other purposes. ”’ 


The PRESIDENT. The amendment pending 
is that offered by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Mason,] as follows: 


Sec. —. Andbe it further enacted, That it shall be law- | 
ful for the Secretary of the. Treasury at any time after the 
Ist day of January next, to issue to the State of Texas, such 
portion of the stock mentioned in the first proviso of the fifth 
article of the third section of the act entitled “ An act pro- 
posing to the State of Texas the establishment ofher north- 
ern and western boundaries, the relinquishment by the said 
State of all territory claimed by her exterior to said bound- 
aries, and of all her claims upon the United States, and to 
establish a territorial government for New Mexico,” ap- 
proved September 9, 1850, as shall be equivalent in amount 
to the releases of the claims of the creditors of Texas against | 
the United States, which shall be then filed at the Treasury, 
asin said articleis provided ; and in like manner from month 
to month to issue the said stock equivalent to such like re- 
leases as may be thereafter filed until the whole amount of | 


the five millions of dollars reserved by said article is ex- | 
bausted. ' 


Mr. RUSK. I do not rise for the purpose of | 
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ened discussion would hazard,if not defeat the 
passage of the appropriation bills. 

At an early period of this session, the question 
raised by that amendment was brought to the 
notice of this body by various petitions from the 
creditors of the State of Texas on that occasion. 
I expressed a hope that we should have a report 
from the committee in a few days, for | was anx- 


| lous to discuss the question, and, in connection 
| with that subject, I stated that the United States 


were in equity bound for more than half the ori- 
ginal debt due by the State of Texas, in conse- 
quence of the failure of this Government to com- 
ply with the stipulations of its solemn treaties. 
The question comes upon us now, at a time when 
it is utterly impossible to discuss it. I feel anxious 
that it should be discussed, for | am convinced 
that the question is not understood. Although 
much has been said and written, it has nearly ali 
been on one side, and my State has not had an 
opportunity of being heard. For this reason I 
have felt great anxiety to obtain an opportunity to 
lay the facts before the Senate and the country, 


| but, pressed for time as we are now, I shall not 
| attempt todo so. No one, I apprehend, is more de- 
| sirous than I am that this business should be set- 


tled in such a manner as to do justice to the cred- 
itors of Texas, and to do justice to her reputation 
and standing as a State of this Union. When the 
question does come up for discussion I will redeem 
the pledge that I have made on two or three occa- 
sions, that I will show conclusively that through 
the neglect of the United States to fulfill her treaty 
stipulations, and to prevent the Indians from dep- 
vei on the territory of Texas, more than half 
of her present debt has been incurred; and that 
the United States would in equity be held liable 
for it by any court of equity or disinterested arbi- 
trator in the world. 

I have thought that it was right I should make 
these remarks, but I will not protract them on the 
present occasion. I could well ask those who are 
so urgent on this subject, what country under the 
sun has ever paid her revolutionary debt in twenty 
years? But, sir, pressed as we are for time, | 
shall pursue the subject no further now. 

Mr. MASON. I offered the amendment, now 
under consideration, last evening, at an hour when 
I thought it would be acted on. In justice to the 
| United States, it is only right that t should not 

now persist in it. | now withdraw it, not through 
any want of confidence in the justice of the amend- 
ment, but merely in consequence of the want of 
time to consider it. 

The amendment was accordingly withdrawn. 

Mr. MASON. Iam instructed by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations to offer an amendment, to 

| come in at the end of the amendment I offered last 

night: 

For additional compensation as late Commissioner to 
the Sandwich Islands, being the same amount allowed by 


the act of September 30, 1850, to Charles Eames’s succes 
sor, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to offer the follow- 

ing amendment: 

To enable the Architect to pay the workmen engaged 
| on the extension of the Capitol thirty days’ pay during the 
| suspension of the work, the sum of $19,000; to be paid out 
| of the appropriation authorized by the joint resolution ap 

proved April 14, 1852: Provided, That no workman shall 

be paid who was not employed at the time of the suspension 
| of the said work, or who was discharged for incapacity or 
irregularity of conduct. 

That part of the bill which Tish to amend in- 
creases the pay of the clerks in the several depart- 
ments. We have classified these clerks, and 
determined to advance their salaries according to 


a certain ratio, giving some an advance of twenty 


|| per cent. on their salaries, others ten per cent., 


| and others five ner cent., giving the largest increase 
to those who receive the smallest salaries. . These 
are all employees of the Government. The work- 
| men for whom I wish to provide by this amend- 
ment were four months out of employment. The 
amendment which I offer has been well considered, 
and is well guarded. It is founded upon an esti- 
| mate by the Architect, and is to be paid out of the 
| $500,000 which we appropriated last winter for 
| the extension of the Capitol. It only proposes to 
| pay them for thirty days, when, in point of fact, 
| they were out of employment for ious months. 

The objection to this proposition, in the early part 
| of the session, was that we provided for them 


protracting this debate. I know that any length- || during the suspension of the work. I do not see 
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that there can be any reasonable objection to this 
amendment, because it only provides for the pay- 
ment of a fraction of the time which they lost; and 
they were all employed under the Government. 
It was an inclement season. These are poor men, 
and | think the provision | propose is both an act 
of justice and an act of charity. | think that those 
gentlemen who go for an increase of pay to the 
clerks employed under the Government, cannot 
object to give these poor men some little compen- 
sation for the time they then lost. 
Mr. CLARKE. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania may be perfectly 
correct in principle; but, at this hour, I conceive 
that it is impossible for the Senate to give it due 
consideration. There are one or two reasons why 
i consider that this motion should not be adopted 
by the Senate without some deliberation. It will 
be remembered that in a discussion which took 
place, some time since, in this body, it was stated 
that the workmen who are engaged on the exten- 
sion of the Capitol were informed, by advertise- 
ment, previous to the commencement of the work, 
that they would be employed until the month of 
December; and it was also stated that they were 
employed during the month of December, until 
the weather became so severe that it was neces- 
sary to discontinue operations. It was found that 
there was a deficiency in the appropriation for the 
erection of these wings; and, in consequence of 
the delay that took place before the necessary 
funds were placed at the disposal of the Execu- 
tive by Congress, the work was not resumed in 
the spring until much later than had been antici- 
pated. ‘These men were, undoubtedly, engaged 
to work on the extension of the Capitol, and the 
work during the spring months was somewhat 
delayed, for the reason | have assigned, and they 
may by that means have incurred some loss of 
time; but, sir, although it is a matter of little im- 
portance to the United States, in a pecuniary point 
of view, whether they receive a little more or a 
little less, | am of opinion that there was no sort 
of obligation incurred to remunerate these men 
during the time they were unemployed. ‘The ad- 
vertisement in the public prints, through which 
they were invited to come here, stated that they 
would be employed until the month of December, 
and again in the spring of this year; but | know 
of no contract entered into with them, by the Su- 
perintendentor the Architect, which would author- 
izea demand on the Government of the United 
States for employment at an earlier date than it 
was possible to pass the appropriation; nor do I 
know of any contract which would authorize 
them to demand compensation for the time that 
they remained unemployed. That is one reason 
why I shall object to the motion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania at this moment; but, in addi- 
tion to that, I have another. I understand that 
there is something else connected with this trans- 
action, which should entitle it to the serious con- 
sideration of the Senate. I understand that a 
system of black-mailing has been carried on 
towards the employees, which will enable certain 
persons, in some manner or shape, to avail them- 
selves of the influence or advantage which may be 
gained from the support of other men. I under- 
stand that contracts are existing at this moment 
which will redound immensely to the advantage 
of those who are the contractors. And I under- 
stand that there is a singular proposition afoot 
now, relative to certain portions of this work, 
which would have been much better left undone. 
Forinstance, look at thearches recently erected-—— 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I rise to a question of 
order. The amendment which I offer is to pay 
these men each for thirty days’ lost time during a 
suspension of nearly four months’ work. The 
honorable Senator from Rhode Island is not dis- 
cussing the amendment, but the question whether 
the walls of the wings of the Capitol are substan- 
tially made. I apprehend that is not the ques- 
tion, and that the Senator is not in order. 

Mr. CLARKE. I beg pardon of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania; but [ think he is as wide of 
the mark as the two poles. I am speaking to the 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. My question of order is, 
that the gentleman from Rhode Island is not con- 
fining himeelf to the question. 
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osition. My experience of theskill, prompt- 
ess, and extraordinary capability and fidelity of 
e officer referred to, prompts me to express a 
ve that it will be passed without dissenting 
m } 
‘The mendment was agreed to. 
RUSK. I move further to amend the bill, 
y striking out the following words: 
‘ For the completion of the light-house of the third class 
t Red Fish Bar, Galveston Bay, ‘Texas, $500,” 
nd in , 
or the construction of three light-houses in Gaiveston 
Bay at the head of Red Fish Bar, one at Halt 
Mi | one at Clopper’s Bar, to be respectively of 
‘ and sixth order, in lieu of three light-houses 
ded for in the appropriation billof March 3, 1851, 
Mr. PRATT. Lhope the Senator will withdraw 
ia imen 1 understand that the House of 
itepresentatives ha: idopted anew policy in refer- 
») light-houses, aod that there will be a gen- 
vill before the Senate on the sul yjec t; and when 
| comes up, the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas can be put into that bill 
Vir. WELLER. 1 understand that the Senate 
Committee on Commerce have unanimously rec- 
mmended the rejection of this light house bill, 


d it will therefore be necessary to act upon the 


amendment of the Senator from Texas. 
Mr. PRATT. But it may be that the Senate 
will not concur in the report of the « ommiuttee, and 
ie 4 m iy be passed. 
Mr. 1 VMLIN, I wish to Bay, that whatever 
may be the action of the Senate in regard to the 
loption of that system, it will not Dh lude ap- 
opriations from being made for light-houses. 


‘his, however, is the first time l ever heard of a 


lomatic appropriation bill being made 


] 


! 
house bill 


toa lieht 
Mr. RUSK I did not make the civil and dip- 

appropriation bill a light-house bill. The 
was in the bill came from the 
presentatives, and | desired to amend 
draw the amendment, however, for 


as it 
T 


1] rR 
pouse OT Ive 


I with 


the 


Mr. MANGUM. I 


ran 
7 an 


move to amend 


the 


rk hire, &c., 


item 


ippropriation for cle for the 


ompletion of the census, $50,000, by adding: 
Out of which the Superintendent of the Census shall re 
ve S50 Vv per nub 
will be remembered that this matter was fully 
sed some time ago. The Senate at that time 
‘bviously acted under a misapprehension that the 
S verintendent claimed two salaries. He never 
did claim them Hie has received that sum hith- 
erto, and | only ask that it may be continued. 
Mr. BORLAND. I have-no particular objec- 
tion to that amendment, but it was my purpose 
to strike out the whole appropriation, on the 
1 th no necessity exists for it now. I dis- 
e to occupy the time of the Senate by entering 
into a discussion; but I will say that there are cir- 
umstances connected with this matter which 
uld be known to the Senate and the country. 
| repeat that | have no particular objection to this 
umendment per se, nor to the receipt of this in- 
rease of salary by the person for whose benefit it 
is proposed; but | am opposed to the whole ap- 


propriation, and | may as well make my remarks 
on itnow as at any other time. I intend, sir, to 
nove to strike out the whole of this appropri ition 
of $50,000 from the bill; and if it be in order— 


though I pri sumed will not be—I will make that 
motion is 


Lhe PRESIDING 
order to make any motion 
original proposition. 

1e Senate must 
of the & 
GUM. } 


Mr. 


OFFICER. It is not in 


discuss or affecting 


tne 
now be given to the amendment 
senator trom North Carolina, [Mr. Man- 


BORLAND. 
other opportunity. 

Mr. DAV IS. What is to become of the census 
bill already passed, which was designed and in- 
tended to give asalary of $3,000 to this individual? 
If this amendment should pass, it will be an addi- 
tional appropriation for the same object. 

Mr. MANGUM. Not at all. The bili to 
which the Senator from Massachusetts refers is 
now pending in the House of Representatives, 
and there is no probability that it will be acted 
up mn. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was rejected 


Then I will ‘wait for an- 


The consideration of 
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\ugust 27, 


Mr. CLARKE. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the second section, which provides for an 


increase of the salaries of , Insert 


certain clerks, by 


ing the words— 

And also the clerks in the city post office. 

It will be seen that in this section provision ig 
made for an increase of pay to the lerks in the 
various Departments of the Government. It j 
hard y necessary to Say a single word in: upport 
of this amendment, for it is well know it there 
ire no persons in the employ ment of the General 
Government that are so constantly in the exercise 
of duty as those persons who are engaged in the 
city post office. — 

The PRESIDING OF! 42, R. The Chair 





: 
would remind the Senator fr 


these 


1 Rhode Island that 
vided for by an amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CLARKE. Then 1 withdraw the amend- 
ment. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I made an effort on a 


; ae 
occasion to include in the provision provid 


persons hav a He pr 


former 


ng for 


extra pay to the clerks and others employe d under 
the Government in this city, those who are em- 
ployed in the arsenal and navy-yard. | 


1 propose 
in the second section the words ‘‘ and the 
arsenal and navy-yard That part of the section 
will then read 

That the clerks, messengers 
employed at an annual salary, 
executive and legislative departments of the Govern 
ment, and the arsenal and navy-yard in the city of Washing 
&c. 

The section, if thus amended, will include the 
clerks, messengers, watchmen, and 
these two branches also with the others. 
necessary for me to say that thes 
rendered this increase of pay 
case are equally operative in the other. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. When I pro; sim- 
ilar amendment in regard to the laborers employed 
on the wings of the Capitol it was ruled out of 
order. I think this is precisely a similar 
mine, and I ask that we may have a simil 
ion in regard to it. 

Mr. GWIN. It is only to 
sation to these men. 
be adopted. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 
i” similar 
upon the s ame footing. I 
have special and 
know that [ would have 
bility of recommending any such 
cenerally; but as it has 
some cases I think 
fairly with all. 

Mr. PRATT. 


ment these words: 


to insert 


, Watchmen, and laborers 


or In temporary positionsin 
the 


ton, 


laborers in 
Itis not 
ime causes which 
necessary in the one 


} 
sed Aa 


‘age tn 
ir decis- 
a fair 


five ompen- 
1 1 F ! 
l hope the amendment will 


All ask Is, t 


hat men perform- 
duties in the 


city he put 
think we ought not to 
I ao 


undertaken ther 


same may 


partial legislation. not 
ponst- 
increase of pay 
been determined upon in 
should deal equ lly and 


we 


I propose to add to that amend- 
And the workmen employed on the public 


Mr. CLARKE. I hope that 


not agree to id amendment of 


buildings 


the Senate will 
the Senator from 


Maryland, (Mr. Prart.] [ object to these 
sweeping propositions for additional compensation 
to **all creation and the rest of mankind.’? The 


effect will be to suck the last dollar out of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. PR ATT. It was precisely my object to 
bring in ‘*the rest of mankind.”? ** All creation’ 


was already provided for. 

If the clerks in the Departments, and the people 
a in the arsenal and navy-yard are to 
be taken care of, I see no reason why the working 
men on the public buildings should be neglected. 
I am in favor of that sound Democratic ‘trine 
which entitles all to equal favor from Congress. 

Mr. JONES, of fowa. Thatisright. ‘That is 
right. 

Mr. PRATT. Irepeat that all classes in the 
employment of the Government should be put on 
the same footing; and for that reason, I hope my 
amendment will be carried. 

Mr. CLARKE. I am a democrat by birth, a 
democrat by education, a democrat by practice, 1 
democrat in principle; I have lived ‘a democrat, 
and I will die a democrat, so that no man can 
fillibustier beyond me in that sort of regard for 
‘‘the rights of the people’’ for which he does not 
care a snap of his finger. I have as much regard 
I was one of 





for the working man as any one. 

I was a laborer myself. 
On the Capitol? 

No, sir; ona capital infinitely 
On my own capital, and 


that class. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 
Mr. CLARKE. 
more interesting to me. 
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if I had no more than my own, I should have 
failed long since and gone into liquidation. 

We have made provision by law for building 
two monstrous structures, the very outside of 
which is an enormity, the inside of which will be 
an abortion, and the totality of which will be a 
fatal blow to anything like public decency and 
public taste in this country. [Laughter.] You 
have appointed an architect, somebody has ap- 
pointed a superintendent, and somebody else has 
appointed another officer who figures as a sub- 
superintendent; and these officers have invited a 
number of mechanics and laboring men to come 
here, and have given them employment on the 
extension of the Capitol. There is no provision 
by law to regulate the wages of these men. The 
superintendent pays them just as much as he 
chooses, after making a deduction, which is re- 
served for some especial object; and now you pro- 
pose to make an addition to the wages of these 
men without ascertaining what rates are now paid, 
and not even excepting those who came at the 
eleventh hour, and who have not borne the heat 
and toil of the day! Why, sir, if you pass this 
proposition, and grant an additional remuneration 
to that man who stipulated that he should receive 
a dollar per day for his work, he will remain lost 
in astonishment at a degree of beneficence on the 
part of the Government, which utterly passes his 
comprehension! I think that there is no neces- 
sity shown by the Senator from Maryland, and I 
do not think that itis a fair amendment. Those 
persons working at the arsenal and the navy- 
yard, to whom itis proposed, by the Senator from 
illinois, [Mr. Suretps,] to grant an increase of 
compensation, must bring to the execution of their 
task a large amount of mechanical skill, and no 
inconsiderable degree of knowledge and science; 
and if it should be apparent that an increase of 
pay is essential for their maintenance and comfort, 
what reason is there that we should go abroad 
into the streets and call on all men to come to us, 
as we are ready to grant them a bonus in addition 
to what they conceive to be the true value of their 
labor? The cost of these buildings will be suffi- 
clently large without adopting any such extra- 
ordinary means to drain the Treasury; for I will 
mention to gentlemen a fact with which they may 
not be acquainted—that although the estimates 
make the probable expense appear something like 
$3,000,000, the Architect himself says that it will 
not be less than $6,000,000. 5 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to know whether these 
laborers are not engaged under a contract made by 
the superintendent? — ; 

Mr. PRATT. I would state to the Senator 
from Mississippi, that | have offered this amend- 
ment in accordance with a petition signed by these 
laborers. A committee of their number, deputed 
by them, waited on my colleague and myself, and 
presented their memorial, asking for extra com- 
pensation. This amendment is offered in accord- 
ance with that memorial. 

Mr. ADAMS. I have not had an answer to 
my question. I asked whether the superintendent 
does not make his contract with these laborers, 
and whether he has not power to increase their 
compensation, if he should think proper ? 

Several Senators. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido not know why the la- 
borer is not entitled to increase of pay as much as 
the clerks and other employees of the Government. 
The unusual price of provisions in this city, cer- 
tainly renders it as necessary in their case as in 
that of the clerks that they should have larger 
pay. The argument urged for this increase in re- 
gard to clerks and messengers, applies with much 
greater force to the laborer and mechanic, for we 
all know that a much greater proportion of their 
earnings has to go for the necessaries of life than 
that of the clerks, who receive higher pay. If 
this is not a sound argument in favor of increased 
pay to the laborer, it certainly shows that the 








whole thing is wrong. I hope that amendment | 


will be adopted. 

Mr. WELLER. A very short answer to all 
this argument in favor of the laborer is, that the 
contractors who employ these laborers have the 
power to increase their pay whenever they choose; 
but the head of a Department who employs clerks 
has no such power. The salary of each clerk is 
fixed; and let his merits be what they may, the 
head of a Department has no power to reward 
them. He isin no better position than the most 
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idle or inefficient, and in this respect has no induce- 
ment to put forth his energies. It is not so with 
the laborer. ‘To him competition is open, and he 
can atall times find the value of his labor. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The object of my amendment 
is to increase the pay of those whose salaries are 
regulated by law. I take it for granted that the 
superintendent has the power, whether you legis 
late in rerard to this matter or not, to increase the 
pay of these men, according to their merits and 
the necessity of the case. I shall vote for the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland, al- 
though I scarcely think it is necessary. : 

Mr. DAWSON. Do I understand that this 
amendment is to increase the compensation in all 
the workshops and arsenals and navy-yards in 
the United States, or is it only to apply to the 
city of Washington? 

Mr. SHIELDS. Only to those in the city of 
Washington. 

Mr. DAWSON. And what is the difference 
between those engaged in the arsenal and navy- 
yards here, and those engaged in similar estab! 
ments elsewhere? Again, Mr. President, i sup- 
pose we are now about to carry out the principle 
which has been adopted by the present Congress— 
I mean the abandonment of the contract system, 
and to pay every man according to the imagined 
value of the services he has rendered; that here- 
after no man can enter into a contract with the 
Government, unless he reserves the right of having 
his pay increased. As I understand it, these 
laborers are paid by the day. If they do not re- 
ceive sufficient compensation, the agent wlio em- 
ploys them ought to be instructed to pay what is 
reasonableand just. How can we here undertake 
to pay an individual who hires himself by the 
day? If he agrees to work for $2 per day, it is 
supposed that that is the full market value of his 
labor; and how can we undertake to increase his 
remuneration twenty per cent. above that? There 
seems to me to be an incongruity about this, and 
in my judgment it will be the means of introducing 
much confusion. I go for full pay to all the la 
borers who are employed on any of the Govern- 
ment works. But this is a bad way to attempt 
to establish it; and if this rule is to be applied to 
the arsenal and navy-yard in the city of Washing- 
ton, I think it should extend to every similar es- 
tablishment in the United States. 

Mr. DAVIS. I merely wish to ask whether it 
is right that the Government of the United States 


t 


z} 
isn- 


shall give more for labor than individuals are 
to pay? and whether the whole tendency of this 
system is not to disturb the arrangements of the 
laboring community, and induce working men to 
come here because this is a privileged | 
labor is paid at a higher rate by the 
than it 1s possible for individuals to pay? The 
whole operation of this amendment, in my opin 
ion, is to disturb the condition of the laboring 


} , ' 
mcein which 


Government 


men, and to press them into the service of th: 
Government. This is a species of rivalry with 
private employers that I am not 
courage. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, and it was rejected; the question 
then recurred on the amendment, and on a division 
there were—yeas 18, nays 20. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


disposed to en- 
I 


For grading and paving with round stones the carriag: 
way of Pennsylvania avenue from Seventeenth street west 
to Rock Creek, setting curb-stunes on each side thereof a 
a distance of twenty-five feet, and placing foot- ways where 
ever necessary, $20,000. 

That amendment proposes to improve the avenue 
from the War Department to the western limits of 
the city, which now, you may say, is nothing 
but continuous mud-holes. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I believe that this amend- 
ment was rejected last evening. I wish to inquire 
whether it can be in order now? 

Mr. BRIGHT. That is not the same amend- 
ment atall. This proposes to improve the main 
avenue by paving and curbing it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I offer the following amend- 
ment, as an addition to the item of $125,000 for 
printing and binding: 


Provided, That in settling the accounts for the printing of 


the Thirty-first Congress, one half of the prices given by 
the joint resolution of 1819 be allowed, not exceeding the 








amount that would be paid under the respective contracts 
f settied by the prices named in the bill of the House of 
atives, wh i i t Ist of July last, in 
gard Lite i D y 1 e pape at th 
rcrua of to t : n i ” 
lreasur) t otherwise a ated 
ry y . a : 1 
Mr. HAMLIN. I want to know under what 
authority that amendment gets in here 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Under th le. I offer it 
to th priat } nll t} e 
ex ns of th fu i ges 7 hese 
t ent expenses is ” work now 
being done fo e tyeal he work ts sul! 
ing ¢ 
M TAMLIN Ir to a question of order 
iam under t ession t amendment is 
not adm ssible, as it relates t : private cla m. 
The PRESIDING OFFIC ER, Mr. Foot n 
the chair.) The Chair is of opinion that the 


amendment Is in order. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then I desire to say that, if 
the amendment passes, it will rive the contractor 
! than $200,000 be- 
yond the contract prices. I know whatl say. I 
have the p ipers in my possession to prove every 
word of it And I say, further, that the contractor 
has never presented an account of his debit and 


of last year an increase of m 


} oe } . & ie 
credit, or an exhibit of the costot 


tine W irk, either 
d 


to Cong sor to the committee; and from my own 
knowledge of printing, | can state that, although 
he may have lost a small sum of money, a care 
ful printer would not have ta single dollar un 
ae his ntract, in my jude nent. If the Senate, 
however, at this late hour of the session, persists 
in payine over this sum of $200,000, I desire to 


Ww ish my h inds of the w rte ffa ° 
Mr. CLEMENS. The Senator from Maine 
Says he has tine proof: 


Mr. HAMLIN. No, si 


‘ 


in his pocket. 


Mr. CLEMENS. I want to see them. Let 
the Senator produce them in the Senate. I want 
to see them 


Mr. HAMLIN. [ did not say I had them in 


my pocket. I said I had them. ‘They are in the 


committee-room. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Then I say, let the Senator 
“og to h 3 committee-room, ind oe them We 
want them all. If the uch | if here, I 
want to e] I do t believe it can be pro- 
duced. 

Mr. PEARCE. I desire t ypeal from the 
decision of the Chau TheS tor from Maine 
rose di tly ft. t vine ! ent was ffered, 
und when the Cha led it e in order, I 

yvosed he to take an eal from that 
decision I fi th I tmakean ippeal, 

id I ende t fl it the Senator 
from Alabama {[Mr. Ciemens] got it before me, 
and he snot! ned to sive way for that pur 
pose. As soon as I could obtain the floor, I rose 
to take an appeal from t] lecision of the Chair 
I did so, and now I ask whether I cannot take an 

) \ ler reum 


tiem ‘ ib 
Mr. PEARCI - l é ippeal 
| 1e e} ' 7 
[line Mir. DovucLas d of 
l ule f the VW ad a 
c tj rere ' ’ f 
v € » the ( I y { 
{ ist Cc ney ; Hey d Lrie uni Vil 
stipulated to do the printing. That i ctly 
1 private claim, if itbe a claim atall. And now, 
ead of inquiring into that private cl 


other private claims are inquired into and di sposed 
or, we auow, if we allow the dec ision of the ¢ yhair 
to stand—and I must say that I think the Chair 
did not perceive the obje ct of the amendment when 


ie made the decision—that to be done in an indi- 


rect manner whi h could not be done directly, 
} , : +1 

We allow, under a peculiar phraseology, the in- 

troducti of a private claim of a very doubtful, 

and cet inly of a disputed, character. I will not 


detain the Senate further than to state that I think 
this is strictly a private 1im, and that it ought 
not to be brought into this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 
decided that the amendment offered 
from Illinois [Mr. Doveias]| was admissible un- 
der the rules of the Senate, and from t t decision 
from Maryland [Mr. Pearce} has 
appealed. The question is now whether the de 
cision of the Chair shall 
the Senate 


the Senator 


the Senator 


stand as the judgment of 
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The question was taken on the appeal, and, on 
a division, the decision of the Chair appeared to 
be sustained 

Mr. CASS. The Chair must have been in er- 
ror im the count, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 

Mr. WELLER. 


eral reasons. 


I call for the yeas and nays 
I ask for a recount, for sev- 
One is, that 1 believe the question 
was nvt understood by the Senate; and another is, 
that the Chair muat have been in error in the 
count. 1, at least, was of opinion that the decis- 
ion of the Chair was not sustained, 

Mr. SMITH. I object, decidedly, to a recount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it due to itself, and to the Senate, that a 
division on the appeal should be again taken. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 22; as follows: 

YRAS—Mesers. Adams, Bright, Cass, Charlton, Clem 
ens, Dawson, De Saussure, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, Gwin, 
Hiousten, James, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Mason, Meri 
wether, Rusk, Shields, Stockton, ‘Toucey, Walker, and 
W eller—22 

NAYS—Mesers. Borland, Brodhead, Brooke, Chase, 
Ciarke, Cooper, Davis, Fish, Geyer, Hamlin, Hunter, 
Mangum, Miller, Pearce, Pratt, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, 
Sumner, Underwood, Upham, and Wade—22. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. SMITH. I cannot but regard itas a mat- 
ter of a great deal of regret that a question of this 
character should be brought before the Senate at 
this period of the session, and particularly that an 
effort should now be made to settle what I have 
regarded as a mere private claim by way of an 
amendment to an appropriation bill—an amend- 
ment introduced to the consideration of the Senate 
without having been printed; without having been 
considered or reported by any one of the standing 
committees of the body; not having been consid- 
ered by the Printing Committee, nor even having 
been referred to tt—a mere amendment brought in 
here in the handwriting of one of the honorable 
members of this bedy, under circumstances which 
make it extremely difficult for me or any other 
member of the body to ascertain what is the pur- 
port of it, and what will be its operation. If I 
understand it, it corresponds substantially, and I 
do not know but exactly, to an amendment which 
was obtruded upon the Senate, or rather offered in 
the Senate—I will not say obtruded—by way of 
an amendment to the civil and diplomatic bill two 
years ago. It proposes to give to the printer of 
the last Congress, for all the printing he did during 
that Congress, one half the prices given by the 
joint resolution of 1819. Then it goes on to pro- 
vide that the amount to be allowed for that print- 
ing, whatever it may be, shall not exceed the 
amount that would be paid under the respective 
contracts, if settled by the prices named in the 
bill of the House of Representatives which passed 
on the 31st of July last in regard to the public 
printing. 

i have to say, in the first place, that this isa 
very remarkable reference. I desire to know 
what it is that is referred to in the latter part of 
this amendment. It refers to some bill which 
passed the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Read the whole of it. 

Mr. SMITH. The latter part of the proviso 
is, ** that the amounts to be paid shall not exceed 
‘what would be paid under the respective contracts 
‘if settled by the price named in the bill of the 
* House of Representatives, passed on the 31st of 
*Jaly last.’” What does that refer to? To a bill 
that has passed the House. I do not know what 
bill that is. I suppose it refers to the bill which 
we passed in the Senate, I believe, day before yes- 
terday. Thisis a very awkward reference at any 
rate. If it refers to that bill, why not say so? If 
you refer to an act of Congress, why not put in it 
when it was approved by the President? But this 
proviso says that Mr. Ritchie—for that is the 
amountof it—shall have one half of the prices 
specified in the joint resolution of 1819. Then 
it goes on to say, that although we agree that 
he shall have one half of those prices, he shall 
not have, at any rate, more than is contained in 
the act of Congress to which I have alluded. I 
would inquire of my honorable friend from Ala- 
bama, why not refer to the act of Congress? The 
way itis expressed now is no limitation at all. 
The prices contained in the bill which recently 
passed the two Houses of Congress, as I am in- 
formed, though I have not particularly investigated 


{| 


the prices named in the joint resolution of 1819. I 
am told so by a practical printer, though that bill 
was carried through the Senate so rapidly, and I 
may be permitted to say, with so little considera- 
tion, that it is quite impossible for me to say pre- 
cisely what the prices are that are specified in it; 
but | have this to say, that this enactment, by the 
way of a proviso, corresponds, I believe, with the 
proviso that was offered towards the close of the 
last session of Congress. I unite with my friend 
from Maine in saying that the Committee on 
Printing have investigated that proposition. We 
thoroughly investigated it. We have looked into 
all its details. We have caused all the calcula- 
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tions to be made, and I do not hesitate to declare, | 


in the broadest terms, that I unite in what my 
honorable friend from Maine says. I desire to 
hear my friend from Arkansas (Mr. Borvanp] on 
this subject. I tell the Senate that it was the 
judgment of every member of the Senate Commit- 
tee on Printing that the amendment proposed at 
the last session, which I suppose to be the same 
as the one now under consideration, would hand 
over to Mr. Ritchie a fortune of no less than 
$100,000. I repeat here, that this amendment, 
over and above covering all the outlay Mr. Ritchie 
has incurred in this regard, will amount to that. 
I say it is the deliberate judgment of every mem- 
ber of the committee. If the honorable Senator 
from Arkansas entertains a different opinion from 
what I now express, I do not know of it. I ask 
the honorable gentleman to declare, in the face of 
the Senate and country, whether we did not make 
minute calculations—whether we did not take 
document after document, volume after volume, 
page after page, and go through all the items, and 
make out the result? Yes, sir; we went into the 
calculations. I cannot produce them here. If 
you will report a bill to relieve Mr. Ritchie, and 
vive me the chance to bring the calculations and all 
the details, I will demonstrate that you are about 
to put $100,000 into his pocket. 

A Senator. How much did Mr. Ritchie lose? 

Mr. SMITH. God only knows whether he 
ever losta penny. But, sir, | would be glad to 
get rid of Mr. Ritchie. 
of Congress. 


I want to buy the peace | 
I want to buy him off; and I am | 


going to propose an amendment to the amend- | 
ment. I will give $10,000 to get rid of his clamor. 


He is not entiled to one penny. He broke his con- 
tract from beginning to end in the most outrageous 
manner. Now, individuals sometimes buy their 
peace, and nations sometimes buy theirs, and I 
do not know why Congress should not buy its 
peace. 
would be a good fortune for me, to get him out 


I would agree to pay Mr. Ritchie what | 


of Washington, and get rid of his claim. In | 
place, therefore, of the miserable limitation pro- | 


posed in the amendment, which is no limitation 
at all, [ propose to strike out all after the word 
‘‘allow,’’ and add the following proviso: 


Provided, That the amount to be allowed under the fore- 


going provision shall not exceed the sum of $10,000. 
Mr. PRATT. I desire to obtain information. 


This question has been presented to Congress be- 
fore. I think at the first session of last Congress, 


after a long debate upon the same question, the | 


Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Sovure] offered an 
amendment which met with the concurrence of 
the Senate. If I recollect the proposition which 
then passed, it provided that two or three persons 


who were named in the bill itself—practical print- | 
ers—should ascertain the actual expense to which | 


Mr. Ritchie had been put in doing the work of 


Congress for which he claims compensation, and | 


that we should pay him that amount, together 


with ten per cent. profit upon it, with the proviso | 
that it should not exceed a sum specified in the | 


resolution. I have endeavored to find it, but have 


not as yet succeeded in finding what was the | 


action of the Senate upon that accasion. 


Arkansas, or the honorable Senator from Con- 
necticut, or some other Senator, whether I recol- 
lect correctly. 

Mr. BORLAND. I think I can relieve the 
Senator from Connecticut from some difficulty if 
he will yield me the floor. I will make a sugges- 
tion in the form of an additional proviso, which I 
will read directly, but which, if the Senator will 
permit me, I will preface with a few words. 

Mr. SMITH. Certainly. 

Mr. BORLAND. It will be recollected that in 


the subject, are altogether more than one half of || the last Congress a bill or resolution passed the 


My ob- | 


ject is to inquire of the honorable Senator from 
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Senate allowing to this printer ten per centum 
upon the whole amount of his expenditures in the 
execution of the public printing. That was based 
upon the consideration that he had taken a con- 
tract by which he had lost money, and that it was 
not proper for this Government in any of its De- 
partments to receive a valuable consideration from 
any individual and refuse to allow him an adequate 
compensation. An estimate perhaps not precisely 
accurate, but approximating as nearly as was prac- 
ticable at that time to accuracy, assumed that the 
printer had lost from $20,000 to $30,000 by his 
contract, and that the resolution if adopted, would 
approximate to, if not pay him the full amount of 
$20,000 over and above his expenditures, leaving 
him for returns to himself upon his large invest- 
ment and several years’ labor about $20,000 profit, 
which was not deemed extravagant. That reso- 
lution failed inthe House. The consequence was 
that no allowance at all was made. 

Now, I deem it due to myself and to the Com- 
mittee on Printing and to the Senate to state why 
I cannot support the amendment of the Senator 
from Illinois. It became my duty as chairman of 
the Committee on Printing, to make an estimate of 
the amount which would be paid to the printer 
under the bill of the last session which came here 
and failed, and which the Senator from Illinois 
now proposes to revive in substance by his pro- 
viso. I found, after the most thorough examina- 
tion and accurate calculation, that the increased 
amount which would be paid to the printer by that 
bill, and which will be paid under this proviso, if 
adopted, would, over and above the amount which 
he would receive under his contract, be ‘about 
$214,000. This was no conjecture. It was the 
result of actual calculation in figures, put down by 
men whose business it is to make such calcula- 
tions, and whose accuracy ought not to be, and 
will not be, questioned, when I state that the same 
persons who made them have for the last three 
years and more had accounts passed at the Treas- 
ury Department for more than $320,000, and not 
an error to the amount of three dollars in that 
whole time has ever been detected. Sometimes, 
when an error was supposed to have been detected 
at the Treasury Department, after they had com- 
pared it with the estimate, the officers of the Treas- 
ury Department have receded, and admitted that 
they were correct. I state this as evidence of the 
character and competency of the individuals upon 
whom I have relied for this estimate. I could not 
in conscience, in the performance of my duty, agree 
to pay to any contractor over and above his con- 
tract that large amount of money. At the same 
time I admit that the contractor, for whatever 
cause I am notable to say, did actually take a 
contract which was unwise, and upon which, in 
my opinion, he lost between $20,000 and $30,000. 
The contract was a very large one, involving sev- 
eral hundred thousand dollars. Then, believing 
that he has actually lost that amount, and being 
unwilling to take his labor and the proceeds of the 
investment of capital for the use of the Govern- 
ment, without allowing him a fair compensation, 
I have estimated the amount that ought to be al- 
lowed him as nearly as I have been able to do so, 
and embodied it in the form of an additional pro- 
viso. I propose to allow the settlement to take 

_ place as proposed by the Senator from Illinois, 
and to add: 


Provided further, That the amount to be paid said con- 
tractor shall not, over and above what he would receive 
under his contract, exceed $50,000. 

This will allow him between $20,000 and $30,000 
for his loss. It will cover that, and allow him for 
his whole investment of labor for several years in 
the service of the Government a profit of about 
$20,000. I think this is fair and reasonable. [ 
think it is as much as any one ought to ask. I 
_ think it is not more than the Senate ought to be 

willing to give. Here was an investment of 
many thousand dollars in a large printing estab- 
lishment. A heavy responsibility was incurred, 
and a great deal of labor for several years given 
to the public service. I do not think a compen- 
sation of $20,000 for that is too much. Consid- 


ering that the individual voluntarily took the con- 
tract, to the exclusion of others who would have 
taken it at a higher price, in a fair competition, he 
ought not to ask more than $20,000, when at the 
| same time he is released from all obligation by the 
contract, which, if strictly enforced, would not 
| only subject him to the losses already sustained, 
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but the loss,of many thousand dollars besides, 
being the penalty of his bond. With these re- | 
marks, without going more into detail, to show | 
the grounds upon which I base my statement, I 
submit this additional proviso, and hope the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut will say no more on the sub- | 
ject, but let it pass, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I have not delayed the 
business of this Senate, nor have | prevented the 
civil and diplomatic bill from being taken up at 
any time. I was desirous of taking it up this 
morning. I desire now that it may progress in 
the proper way; but I doubt very much whether 
it will ever pass, if amendments of this kind are 
constantly offered. I see Senators around me 
who are constantly asking that the civil and diplo- 
matic bill may be considered, who voted to sus- 
tain this amendment. What is it Mr. Ritchie 
claims? About $200,000, according to the state- 
ment of the honorable Senator from Maine. And 
he has slept upon this claim for nine months this 
session. A poor pensioner, or any man having a 
small claim, must go before the committees of this 
body and have it fairly examined. Where is the 
yetition in this case? Where is the report? Where 
is the evidence upon which we are to give $50,000, 
according to the statement of the Senator from 
Arkansas? We have heard a great deal about 
economy and reform during this session, and many 
charges have been made against the Whig Ad- 
ministration for wantonly squandering the public 
money. I state fearlessly here, that the Senate of 
the United States is the most prodigal in the ex- 
penditure of the public money of any Department 
of this Government. Sir, we complain that this 
Whig Administration has expended some fifty 
millions a year, but to that the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States has added ten millions. Not only have 
we voted the fifty millions which the Administra- 
tion has demanded, but we have gone far beyond 
it. Wehave voted some four or five millions to 
extend the Capitol. We have voted an appro- 
yriation to the Collins line. That commenced 
mx 

Mr. WELLER. 
the extension of the Capitol. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. A proposition was made 
to discontinue the work on the Capitol. My hon- 
orable friend from California voted with me, and 


} 


We did not vote so much for 


I say that the proposition which I made upon that | 


occasion to discontinue the extension would have 
saved $4,000,000. We have, in addition to this, 
voted an addition tothe Collins line of $1,000,000. 
We have voted $5,000,000 for French spolia- 
tions; and if there was improper work about 
the Mexican Board to get $3,350,000 on claims 
get fifteen years old, how much will there be to 
$5,000,000 upon claims sixty years old? Not 
only that, there are a great many other projects, 
which always originate in the Senate. Why 
is all this? and why should the claim not be 
investigated? This gentleman has had nine months 
to bring his case before this branch of the Legis- 
lature in a proper way. But it is now urged 
almost upor the last day of the session as an 
amendment to the civil and diplomatic bill. 
orotest against it. It is an improper way of legis- 
sg It brings the Senate into disrepute. I 
hope it will be voted out altogether. A little while 
ago I offered an amendment for an appropriation 
of some few thousands of dollars to the laborers 
on the extension of the Capitol, but it did not 
stand any chance at all. It was declared out of 
order; but, sir, when an appropriation of $200,000 


Sir, I | 


is asked, or $50,000, of which the Senator from | 
Arkansas says he will have $20,000 profit, it is | 


ruled in order. Why are we to look to his profits ? 
There was his contract. 
he loses, was it our fault? 
have it. 
do not wish to detain the Senate. I did not come 
here merely to make a speech to consume time; 


If he made, let him 


Let him stand by it. If | 


Mr. President, these are my views. I | 


but, sir, I protest against this kind of legislation. | 


I protest against this kind of amendments—these 
big amendments, after voting down the little ones. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 


I desire to say a few words | 


. . . . | 
in explanation of this amendment, as it has been | 


assailed on allsides. I had no idea of waking up 
such a rage and passion all around me. | am sat- 
isfied of one thing: that if this amendment be a 
wasteful expenditure of public money, it will be 
difficult for figures to count up the amount which 
we have been squandering heretofore. The public 


printing had been done by Mr. Ritchie for more 











THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


7 
than twenty-five per cent. less than any man on | 
the earth has ever done it. Talk about the pres- 
ent contractor being below it! The present con- | 
tractor has done nu work according to his contract, | 
It is a mockery upon printing to call it work; and 
we have abandoned it upon the ground that he 
had violated his contract, and not done the work 
according to it. 

Our prices of 1819 are well understood. After 
a series of years, when it was supposed that the 
work could be done for less than those prices, you 
reduced them so as to make them twenty per 
cent. below the prices of 1819. That was done, 
if [| recollect, under a Democratic Administration. 
Blair & Rives performed the work at twenty per 
cent. below these prices, When, in 1540, the 
Whigs came into power, they thought they would 
imitate the Democratic example, and they passed | 
a resolution to bring the prices twenty per cent. be- 
low those of 1819; but, at the end of that Congress, 
after their printers had enjoyed the work during | 
the whole two years, and upon the suggestion that 
Gales & Seaton, the editors of the Intelligencer, 
had lost money in doing it at twenty per cent. be- | 
low the prices of 1819, the two Houses of Con- 
gress repealed the proviso, and paid them the full 
prices of 1819. Now, sir, if, as the Senator 
trom Connecticut says, this is squandering public 
money, what are we to think of him and his 
friends, who paid double the amount to their | 
printers when they were in power? It is an ad- | 
mission that they paid double the prices which this | 
amendment proposes to pay Mr. Ritchie. How | 
is it that you paid the full prices of 1519 to Gales 
& Seaton, the Whig editors, when they did the 
printing, and then talk about extravagance when 
we propose to pay half these prices to a Democrat 
who has done the public printing, and lost his for- 
tune by an unfortunate contract? I believe that 
Blair & Rives once did the printing subsequently, | 
at twenty-five per cent. below the prices of 1819, 
and that, according to my recollection, is the 
lowest at which the public printing has ever been 
executed by any public printer since the beginning 
of the Government. No Whig gentleman has | 
ever done it short of the full prices of 1819. | 


Democratic printers have executed it at twenty- 


five per cent. less, 

Now, sir, on this amendment to settle the ac- 
counts of Mr. Ritchie, who we know is a man old 
in the public service, who has retired from the 
press, and ceased to be a partisan, and is now | 
ruined and bankrupt, by having executed our work 
for less than it could be done, at one half what 
you have paid the Whig printers whenever they 
executed the work—and twenty-five per cent. less 
than any man, Whig or Democrat, ever did per- 
form the printing for—I do not understand this 
outbreak of extravagance. Again, we passed a 
law only two days ago appointing a public printer 
to do the work hereafter, and we fixed a scale of 
prices inthat law. Now, let us look and see what 
that scale of prices 1s, for the amendment provides 
that the prices to be paid Mr. Ritchie shall not | 
exceed half the prices of 1819, and shall also not 
exceed the prices which are to be paid to the public 
printer under the law which was passed the day 
before yesterday. Whatare the prices of the pub- | 
lic printer that is to be appointed under the law? 
I cannot tell precisely what they are, but I know 
this to be the history of them: First, a select 
committee was appointed in the House of Repre- 
sentatives to ascertain what were fair and reason- 
able prices for the public printing, and that select | 
committee, composed of Whigs and Democrats, 
indiscriminately, with a distinguished Whig as its 
chairman, called before them all the leading print- | 
ers of this city, and took their testimony as to 
what were fair and reasonable prices; and after 
having consulted all the different printers, Whigs 
and Democrats, and all the different papers in this 
city, and the job offices, they came to the conclu- 


sion that the tariff of prices fixed by them was a | 


fair and reasonable rate to be paid to whoever | 


should be the printer, whether Whig or Demo- | 
They reported that bill to the House of | 


crat. 
Representatives. It also received the sanction of 
the standing Committee on Printing. After thus 
being introduced by two committees, one the 
standing committee of the House, and the other 
the select committee appointed for the purpose— 


after having carefully examined every item, the | 


House took up the bill to act upon it, and that 


House, upon the motion of a Democrat, still, out | 
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of great precaution, lest too much should be paid, 
reduced the prices twenty per cent. below those 
fixed by the two committees, and in that shape 
they sent the bill to us. The Senate took it up 
and passed it as it came from the House. 

Now, in providing to settle the account of Mr. 
Ritchie, [| put two limitations upon the amount to 
be paid. First, it shall not exceed one half the 
amount paid to the Whig printers heretofore. 
Second, it shall in no event exceed the amount 
which you are to pay, under the existing law, to 
the public printer who is to execute our work in 
future. How it is that gentlemen can denounce 
this as being a wasteful extravagance of the public 
money—as being favoritism to an individual, after 
the two Houses of Congress have passed that 
law, 1 am unable to understand. It is a charge 
against the Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives—it is a charge against Congress. It isa 
charge of infamy against their own conduct, when 
passing a bill upon which the ink is scarcely dry 
at this moment; and if the charge be true, | would 
like to know what excuse any Whig upon this 
floor is to have for having paid twice this amount 
for every particle of work which has ever been 
executed by any Whig printer since the beginning 
of the Government? If these charges be true, 
what punishment would be adequate for them ? 
I do not believe a word of them. Sir, | believe 
the prices are fair and reasonable. I believe the 
present law gives fair and reasonable prices to the 
public printers who are to do the work in future. 
| believe that these are only fair and reasonable 
prices to Mr. Ritchie, for work which he has exe- 
cuted. I find this explanation necessary in justi- 
fication of myself for bringing forward this amend- 
ment. My object was to get rid of this old claim. 
Let us pay up, and begin anew. I thought that 
Il was getting within bounds if I got it at half the 
price for which the work had heretofore been 
done. ‘To guard it still further, | have restricted 
it to the prices in the bill which we have passed. 
If this is wrong, we ought to repeal that act. 
There is no excuse for continuing it a moment, if 
these prices are too high for Mr. Ritchie. Then, 
I apprehend that the remarks which I have made 
have shown that this is, by all the inferences that 
can be fairly drawn, a fair settlement; and that 
the charge is not well founded, that these prices 
have not been considered by the committee, be- 
cause it had the sanction of the two committees of 
the House of Representatives which reported the 
bill. In that point of view, | think we have all 
the safeguards that could be asked, against paying 
extravagant prices for this printing. 

Mr. PEARCE. I was not aware that this 
proposition was pending after the vote upon the 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, until | heard 
it read a second time. I had supposed that when 
that question was whether the decision of the 
Chair should stand as the judgment of the Senate, 
the affirmative could scarcely be maintained by a 
tie vote. If I had heard the announcement of the 
Chair, I should have taken an appeal from that. 
I was too late, however, to do so. 

And now, sir, what is the proposition before 
us? Three years ago Mr. Ritchie contracted to 
do the public printing at certain specified prices, 
and upon certain specified terms. He was to fur- 
nish paper of a particular sort. ‘The printing was 
to be of a certain quality, &c. For all that he was 
to receive the prices for which he had offered to do 
the work. I believe it is not contended that he 
was ever refused the prices for which he contracted 
todo it. 1 take it, that every dollar due him un- 
der the contract has been paid, or is ready to be 
paid whenever he chooses to demand it. But 
after he has entered into that contract—after the 
period for the execution of it has elapsed, he 
comes before Congress, and asks—what? That 
Congress will give him a gratuity, over and above 
that for which he had contracted, to become the 
printer of the proceedings of Congress. He asks 
a gratuity from the Treasury of the United States. 
He asks you to do that which never was done be- 
fore—he asks that which you have positively 
refused to do in the case of the contractors for the 
public printing who preceded him. Wendell & Van 
Benthuysen were contractors for Congress before, 
After they had completed their work, they came 
before Congress, made an exhibit, and, so far as 

I know, a fair and honest exhibit of their receipts 
and expenditures, showing a loss of $18,000, and 
asked Congress not to make them a large gratuity, 
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‘ify them from logs. That, to be 


t to lem! 
e, would have been a gratuity; but not such a 
ed for now. They asked indemnity 
| appealed not to the justia of Gon- 
» their liberality; and what was the 
Weturned a deaf ear to their request. 
{ rt single member of the Senate 
J their petition Why is it that we thus 
ce fish of one and flesh of another—that we 
» do equity to one party, and shower it in 
abunda erauity upon another ? Why 1s 
that we, who never pay for a contract for can- 
vder, or provisions, or anything else more 
ve stipulate fi r, de ire to pay to this printer 
ormous gratuit What particular merits 
id Did he perform his contract exceedingly 
Has he a particular claim upon the liberal 
y of { re Recollect what was ud in a 
‘ t made | { spe inl committee in the other 
j ’ wn th subject. It may be useful to 
call th emeit ft that report. | bee leave to 
the ention of the Senate to the facts which | 
yp to te \ partof Mr. Ritchie’s contract 
furnish paper of a given quality, d a cer- 
n f re n. The thot lee din of i person 
loyed in office was, that he di d furnish pa- 
‘ f al quality od weight for the numbers of 
ent ich were Jaid upon the desks of 
F ib t, for the long numbers—far 
Ke n amount those laid upon our table 
' one hundred fold—he furnished infe- 
ri , costing several dollars less. ‘This was 
ematic business. For the number placed 
nm out ibles, a certain kind of ink called 
k’’ was used, which, I think, cost forty 
sund: but for the long numbers, which 
eto be sent to our constituents, without our 
ion, for whom anything was good enough, 
five-cent ink was used. That is the tes- 
ny, and t the sort of performance of his 
ty the exact and faithful performan e of the 
ract, for which he now demands this gratuity! 
he S itor from Illinois has asked, how can 
ondemn this, wh dy when some nine or ten 
t », we had a majority of Congress, gave 
he pri rs of that Congress a larger ympen- 
n than they were entitled to? I wil! tell you 
The rs, in 1841, were elected under 
} nt ution of 1819, which was, in every 
ltl w of the ca This law fixed the 
W he printer to Congress should be 
uid. It red, when the resolution to which 
- eferred was made, that the joint 
law, it could not be repealed or 
dl in force, except by law. It had never 
epealed by law It is true that, at the com- 
ement of the session of 184], we had elected 
ite » t two llouses of Congress, and that 
e ulated that the rates of compensation should 
e venty per cent under the prices of 1819. 
‘hat w th tipulation made by the Senate for 
! i y the House of Representstives for 
But th iwreement Was not in ¢« iformity 
i; aa ' 1819 was still outstanding. 
lo not deny | think, according to tl spirit of 
sand thearrangement by which th printers 
e elected y ought not to have re ved the 
\ y per Chey had alegal techni al claim 
but | » think, in fairness, it should have 
en ' | las waived, be vuse they id made 
spec al or 0 loing the work. I do not 
ymplat Senator condemns that trans- 
stion; but 1 stification does that which is 
yronour 1 re ten years ago, offer to 
hat is pro ed to be and is a much greater 
trace nov Shall we set off one piece of Gal 
hinism if nother it is common, now-a- 
iys,to talk about Galphinism, and I shall talk 
of it, if this resol ution passes, with much more 
opriety and f{ » than those who denounce the 


rinated the term. In that 
money was paid out of the Treas- 


ni in ori 


i 


ance of a law passed by Congress, 
non the 


decision of the Attorney General. 
of interest was paid; and it is to 
at case, if one of the parties - 
tead of the Government, 

ry woul ald have enforced the pay- 
interest. Nay, more; they would 
compound interest, because there 


, who held the fund, who had mis- 


nd—who had received the profits of 
in all such cases, a court of chan- 
the party liable, would have made 


him pay compound interest. 
ea monstrous outrage; 


That is dec lared to 
and Galphinism is now 
a cant word among party men. But I ask what 
is there in Galphinism half so outrageous as this 
proposition, which is to take from the Treasury 
a large amount of money—we know not how 
m ic] —upon no pretense of law, but in the teeth 
of a contract not meritoriously performed ? The 
Senator from Maine estimates the amount of gra- 
tuity which Mr, Ritchie will receive under this 
umendment, at $200,000. I do not know whether 
that is too large; but whether it is so or not— 


whether the amount is only half that sum, or, if 


we take $50,000 out of the Treasury—nay, if we 
take anything to give to a contractor who 1s not 
entitled to it according to the stipulation of his 
contract—not entitled to it, because of any meri- 
torious performance of his contract, we will do 


that which is quite as serious a wrong as anything 
‘ 


which is imp] } 1 in the term **Galphinism.’’ If 


it had been common for Congress to make gra- 
tuities—if it had been common for Congress to 
elieve from hard contracts those who entered into 
them unadvisedly, and that cannot be said in this 
case, there would be some sort of justifi ‘ation for 
this; there would be the justification of precedent 
and usage; but there is no such precedent, cer- 
tainly, in the case of public contractors, In the 
case I have mentioned, that of Wendell & Van 
Benthuysen, you refused the application as if it 
had been a trifling impertinence, and not a serious 
ap ypeal to your liberality. 

The honorable Senator from Alabama says, 
where is the proof that this large sum of money 
will be given to Mr. Ritchie if this amendment 
passes? Sir, we can but reason from what we 
know. Is it reasonable to think that we should 
have ademand made upon us atall, unless he was 
to get something to which he was not entitled? 
He ye not pretend that there is any money due 
him which the Government will not pay. Heasks 
for that to which he is not entitled; and as to the 
amount of it, we must get it from men oar 
to inform us. If I had expected this debate to 
come up to- nig rht, I should have been pre} pared to 
show something about it; but I have in my hand 
a paper, the ‘* Daily Globe,” of the 26th of Au- 
rust, from which I will read. From the editorial, 
1 read the following: 

‘3d. | will undertake to establish before any compe- 
tent tribunal that the ‘heavy claims, searcely less than 
#100,000,’ and the ‘more than $10,000° which Mr. Ritchie 
proposes to throw in, to get Congress to give him his new 
terms, are utterly unfounded in every just construction of 
either his bid or his contract. The bills which he has pre 
sented have been reported against by the Committee on 
Printing of the Senate, and although Mr. Ritchie may have 
induced the * best jurists in the country’ to pronounce in 
favor of them, from an ez parte representation and false 
statement of the terms of his contract, yet he cautiously 
abstains from asking Congress by law, to authorize the de 
cision of these claims to be made by the judicial tribunals, 
to which questions, purely legal, between the Government 
and a citizen, are usually submitted. Mr. Ritchie avoids a 
trial where both sides can be heard. 

‘4th. IT will prove that Mr. Ritchie’s constant clamor, 
that ‘the immense quantity of puhlic work done under his 
contract’ is a grievance, is sheer hypocrisy—that the extra 
juantity which his friends voted bim, and which he ex 
claims against as the cause of his ruin, has been the re al 
souree of his profit, and should have saved him from loss 
under his contract. He pretends now, that he refused my 
offer to give him a premium to let me take the burden com- 
plained of from his shoulders, because he ‘had no confi 
dence in my doing the werk well I offered to give him 
bond and god security, and take the journeyman in his 
office, in whose name he (Ritchie) held the contract, to 
superintend and see it well done. Knowing that this was 


too shallow a pretext, he adds, that he had every reason to 
believe that [ would shape my accounts so as to operate 
against his claim for relief.”’ 


Mr. CLEMENS. I desire to ask if there 
any proof attached to that pulolic cation : 

Mr. PEARCE. No, it is the statement of 
John C. Rives, editor of the Globe 

Mr. CLEMENS. 
troversy. 

Mr. PEARCE. There is something more than 
hat. ore, is nobody here prepared to give an 
account and show how much Mr. Ritchie lost. 
W hat tloes the honorable Senator from Connecti- 
cut propose? That we shall pay Mr. Ritchie 
$10,000, over and above what he would receive 
from his contract. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. Rives is one of the 
very men who has executed the printing for Con- 
gress. Did he ever do it for less 
cent. below the prices of 1819? 

Mr. PEARCE. His contract some years ago 
was for twenty-five per cent. under these prices, 


is 


Then it is a | personal con- 


than thirty per 


| bound him to furnish. 
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‘abd Mr. Ritchie made a contract of a di ferent 
mr under the law of 1846, which required it to 

» let to the lowest bidder. He made it with full 
€ xparietice, for a part of the public printing for the 
prior Congress, under this same act of 1846, had 
been executed at his office; and because Mr. Rives 
made a contract some years before, under a dif- 
ferent law, at prices rather better than Mr. Ritch- 
ie’s, therefore we are now to disregard the con- 
tract and the law, and put a fortune into the con. 
tractor’s pocket. That seems to be the argument. 
I confess I do not understand the force of it. | 
said that the honorable Senator from Connecticut, 
ina spirit, I think, of liberality, proposes to give 
Mr. Ritchie $10,000 more than the contract prices; 
but that is not enough. One would think it would 
satisfy a horse-leec h: but it is not enough, it seems, 
My honorable friend from Arkansas, who is not 
usug illy given to extravagant liberality , if I under- 
stand his proposition, proposes to give him $50,000 
more than his contract t allowance. He has more 
of a prac tical knowledge of printing than I have, 
and perhaps more than most of us have, and he 
thinks that these would be very good terms for 
Mr. Ritchie. I am informed that the Senator 
added, that by giving the $50,000, Mr. Ritchie 
would have $20,000 clear profit. It s¢ ems, then, 
that we are, in this case, although we refused in- 
demnity heretofore, to give more than an indem- 
nity to Mr. Ritchie. We are to indemnify him 
for all his losses, and fill his pockets when, as I 
said before, he is not entitled by meritorious ser- 
vices to any particular favor at our hands. [ 
never heard the statement denied that the long 
numbers of the documents contained paper vastly 
inferior to that of the sample which his contract 
He made large sums of 
money by using that inferior paper. This fact 
is not denied, and yet we are called upon to give 
him indemnity for his alleged losses, and to put 
at least $50,000 into his pocket. How much the 
proposition of the Senator from Illinois will yield 
to him, no one can tell. 

Mr. SMITH. I will remind the Senator that 
the Senator from Maine says thatthe amendment 
will give Mr. Ritchie $200,000 over the contract 
prices. The Senator from Arkansas says it will 
sive him $214,000. 

Mr. CLEMENS. We want the proof of that. 

Mr. PEARCE. These are opinions which | 
am glad to have. We cannot always have proof, 
and it behooved those who introduced this propo- 
sition to bring the proof. They who maintained 
the affirmative of the proposit ion, those who are 
ready, as a ‘* measure of justic e,’’ or liberality, to 
pass this amendment, ought to be prepar ed to show 
the amount of the liberality which they intend to 
It is for them to bring proof, not for us 
who object to that course and stick to the contract. 
They have failed to produce the proof. We have 
the opinions of two Senators, of whom one is 
now chairman of the Printing Committee, as was 
the other at the beginning of the session, and one 
of whom, I believe, was once connected with the 
press. They tell us what they think the amend- 
ment will give to the contractor. Weare entitled 
to look to the opinions of those gentlemen, instead 
of that proof which ought to be furnished on the 
other side. If there has been a loss they should 
show it. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I desire to ask the Senator 
a question. f recollect that a proposition was in- 
troduced by a Senator from Missouri, who has 
not now a place upon this floor, (Mr. Benton,) to 
elect a pul blic printer and pay him twenty per 
cent. less than the prices of 1819. My recollec- 
tion is that the Senator from Connecticut and the 
Senator from Maryland both voted for it. Itisa 
matter of recollection with me merely. Now we 
propose to put it at fifty per cent. less than the 
prices of 1819. I ask the Senator if he did not 
vote for that proposition ? 

Mr. PEARCE. If the gentleman alludes to 
any contract, all I have to say is, that I remember 
nothing about it. If he alludes to a proposition 
some two years ago to make compensation to Mr. 
Ritchie, or extra allowance to him, I did not vote 
for it. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I do not refer to that. I 
refer to Mr. Benton’s resolution. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have not the slightest recol- 
lection of any such proposition. I do not know 
when it was made. This I do know, that just 
before Mr. Ritchie made his contract, I endeavored 


bestow. 
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to obtain in this Senate the passage of a resolu- 
tion, by which we should suspend the operation 
of the act of 1846, and delay the new contract, 
then about to be made, until we could so arrange 
its terms as to make its faithful execution more 
certain. Many of us were dissatisfied with the 
working of the contract system. Members of 
the Senate who are now present, will recollect that 
I produced samples of the miserable paper and 
execrable printing which was furnished under it. 

I fell under the displeasure of some gentlemen on 
the other side, for the course which I pursued; 
particularly a Senator from Pennsylvania charged 
me with endeavoring to put an end to the contract 
system, an 1d to restore the pric es of 1819. Of 
course I entertained no such design, but I desired 
to see something done by which the public print- 
ing might be compelled to be furnished according 
to the contract. It was thought that my resolution 
might interfere with the contract that was after- 
wards obtained by Mr. Ritchie; and so, though | 
think the resolution was passed, it was reconsid- 
ered and rescinded; and then the contract was 
made by Mr. Ritchie, who was eager to get it— 
as eager as he is now to throw it off, and demand 
more than it allows him. 

I shall not consume any more of the time of the 
Senate on this subject; but | mean that the people 
of this country shall know that although it has 
never been our practice to give gratuities to those 
who enter into contracts, and suffer losses by 
them, that when we have refused to indemnify one 
contractor who brought before us a statement 
which we had every reason to suppose to be fair, 
showing a loss, yet now, when another contractor 
comes who does not show the amount of his ex- 
penditure and losses, but urges general losses, which 
may he, and no doubt are, toa large extent, losses 
upon his newspaper publication, instead of leaving 
him to be contented with his losses, as Dogberry 
was, we intend that he shall be a gainer by them, 
that he shall have a ‘* fortune buckled upon his 
back,” and treat the contract and the law as if they 
were nullities. It is right and proper that this 
thing should be dise ussed, that everybody may 
know that what ‘justice and liberality” refuses 
to accord to one losing contractor of the Govern- 
ment, is readily and profusely granted to another, 
and for no good reason that any one can assign. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I have not been involved in 
any question with regard to the public printing, 
nor am I in the midst of the heat of any contro- 
versy of that kind. I think the proposition that 
is now made is a fair and reasonableone. Acom- 
mittee of the Senate and of the House have in- 
quired into the fair prices that should be paid for 
orinting throughout thiscountry. We have gone 
into that inquiry and have inquired of the most 
experienced men, and both Houses of Congress, 
acting upon the results of it, have made out a tariff 
of prices. Now the proposition is, that for the 
printing of the last three years or longer, a com- 
pensation shall be made not exceeding the tariff 
that has thus been established; for if I understand 
the proviso annexed to the amendment, it limits 
the compensation to these prices. Is it not just? 
Is it not right? Is the Congress of the United 
States, which needs a large amount of printing 
executed, unwilling to pay fair and remunerating 
prices? If any man has entered into a contract 
with us, in times past, by which he has sunk his 
fortune and been ruined, I ask if now, when we 
are called upon to make an adjustment for the 
work done, whether we should not do what any 
fair and honorable man would do in settling a con- 
tract with another which had proved ruinous to 
him? Does the Government of the United States 
—does the Congress of the United States—wish 
its printing to be done at less than a fair and rea- 
sonable price? And if, through accident, or mis- 
take, or in any way, you have a bond by which 
you throw the reasonable expenses of printing, 
for this and the other House, upon a private indi- 
vidual, which has brought him and his family into 
bankruptcy, are you to exact the penalty upon 
that bond ? 

If I understand the proposition which is made, 
it is general. It is not confined to one man. It 
extends to the case of Hamilton, and to all the 
public printing which has been done under con- 
tract. I say, it is unbecoming the Congress of 
the United States to impose the burden of the pub- 
lic printing upon any private individual, whoever 


| are bound, as employers, t 


he may be, or of whatever party he may be. We . 
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) pay those who are 
engaged to do a necessary service for us, a fair 
and just compensation. We are bound to pay 
just and rereoneraisne prices. Now, we have 
passed a Jaw, upon full inquiry, establishing a rea- 
sonable rate of prices for our printing, and I un- 
derstand the proposition is, that you should settle 
the existing contracts of these who have done the 
public printing for two or three years upon the 
same terms. I must confess it strikes me asa fair 
and reasonable prapesiion. With regard to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Maryland, as to 
the deficiency of the paper, the amendment pro- 
vides for thi at by requiring payment to be made 
according to the actual cost of the paper, and if 
any portion of the printing was done upon paper 
that is of less value than any of the rest, it is to 
be paid for according to the actual cost. 

I regret that a question of this kind should be- 
come a political question. It ought not to be so. 
It is a q! sean n of justic e to individuals, and if 
there is any class of men in the country w ho ought 
to be compensated it is the working-men—it Is the 
class of men who are engaged in this business. | 
repeat, | think the proposition now before the 
Senate is just and reasonable, and what an honest 
and just man would be ready to do in his own 
affair. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to gain information. | was 
out of the Chamber when the amendment was 
read. I desire to ask if the account which the 
honorable Senator from Connecticut has just given 
of it is correct; for if it be it will commend itself 
to my judgment more fa ivorably than I had sup- 
posed. I understood him to say that this is a 
general proposition—that it is not special, applying 
to Mr. Ritchie alone, but includes Mr. Hamilton, 
and I suppose Wendeli & Van Benthuysen. I ask 
that the amendment may be read. 

The amendment was accordingly read. 

Mr. HALE. I see, then, that it is not so. The 
Senator from Connecticut is mistaken. It applies 


| only to the Thirty-first Congress, and does not 
| ap ply to the former contrac tors, 


Then, if there 
is anything in the argument of the Senator, it is 
obnoxious to the very charge from _ h he en- 
deavored to vindicate it, and that is, that it is 
special and applying to one individual. 

Mr. TOUCEY. It ought to be general. I 
thought it was. 

Mr. HALE. Then I suppose, as the Senator 
was mistaken, he is not in favor of the proposi- 
tion, for he condemned it if it was special. 

1 will say now, as I have always said, that I 
desire not only to do justice to Mr. Rite hie, but to 
be liberal tohim. I have always desired to be so. 
1 have said so to friends in the Senate, and out of 
the Senate. But, sir, | do want to see, before | 
vote for this, a report of a committee, or a state- 
ment of Mr. Ritchie, or somebody for him, by 
“zyhich | may see that he has lost money, and how 
much he has lost. If anything of that sort has 
been submitted to the Senate, | have not seen it. 
If there be any such statement, I am ready to act 
upon it. [am not governed by any consideration, 
except a desire to do justice to an old man. Mr. 
Ritchie is an old man. He is a gentleman, who 
stands very high with a great party in this coun- 
try, and so far as | have known anything of him, 
I have had no reason to find fault with him. He 
used to rub me pretty hard sometimes, it is true, 
but it was nothing more than was fair in politics. 
I have no animosity to him. I desire to be just 
and liberal to him, but I desire, as a Senator, that 
I may have the data by which to determine whethe: 
he lost anything, and what he lost. I will take 
Mr. Ritchie’s word for it, or | will take the state- 
ment of any committee who may investigate thé 
matter. But I am unwilling to vote in the dark. 
It is said that this amendment will give Mr. Ritchie 
$100,000 or $200,000. I say again | am unwilling 
to do anything in the dark, but [ am willing, if 
statement is submitted by which to aid us in our 
action, to be just and generous. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I supposed that the language 
of the amendment was broad enough to include 
the compensation of those who have held contract 
before. I thought it would include Mr. Hamil- 
ton. I think it ought to do so. I will vote for 
any amendment, or any proposition that wii! 
place him or any other contractor upon the same 
ground; because | hold that it is the duty of this 
Government and of Congress to pay those who 
are engaged in its service fair and remunerating 
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prices; and if they have entered into a contract 
under a misapprehension, or in any other manner, 


and do not obtain fair and remunerating prices, | 
will give them to them, and especially to those 
who, notwithstanding the ruinous nature of their 


contracts, have gone on and met our demands, so 
as not thereby to impede the public business 
That is the principle vpon which [ act; and I 
should not shrink in the application of it to any 
case whi lever. , 


Mr. BORLAND. Iwill not repeat what I said 


before as to thee ynsiderations which actuated me 
in the suggestion I madetothe Senate; but remarks 
have been made which call for a few words in ex 
planation of my proposition. My proviso pro 
vides further, that the amount to be paid for said 


printing over and above the amount which would 


be paid under the terms, and the rates of the 
contract for the same, shall not exceed 450.000 
Some Senators have said that they could 1 act, 
for want of data; others have said that they 
wanted the calculation in figures, upon which I 
and the Senator from Maine had stated the amount 
which wo vuld be paid to tn printer, under the pr 

viso of the <— from Illinois. I do not pre 
tend to be accurate to a dollar. | do not pretend 


to any precision of calculation. I stated the result, 
however, of a very long and patient calculation, 
which I believe to have been as accurate as it isin 
the power of any man in this city to make; and I 
did state, and I repeat, that ke } 
If any Senator desires to look at them, they wi 
convince him, beyond a doubt, that if this pi inting 
be paid for at one half the prices of 1819. the 
aeaien will receive $214,000 more than the contract 
would give him. 

The Senator from Illinois called our attention t 
a further limitation in his amendment as to the 
price, which did not strike my ear at the moment 
it was read. It brings the amount to be paid 
within the prices allowed by the printing bill which 
we passed a day or two ago, but against which | 
voted. I admit, that restricting it within the rates 
provided for in that buiil, it would be something 
less, but I do not believe that the prices provided 
for in it will be a great deal less than fifty per cent 
off the prices of 1819. As I stated the other day, 
previous to giving my vote, an exact comy] irison 
cannot be made between the prices of 18]9, or any 
deduction from them, and the bill which we passed, 
because the paper is excluded in the hill that 
passed the other day. It is a difficult matter to 
separate the paper, which has heretofore, under 
the prices of 1819, been included in the pre 
work, folding, stitching, &c. 

My proposition is a practical one, a specific one 
which it seems to me there is no difficulty in un 


derstanding, and no necessity for dataand calcula 


tions to make it intelligible to the Senate. The 
pro} vosed o} ject of the pre viso of the Senator from 
illinois, is to save the contractor from loss, and al- 
low hima fair compensation for his labor. Wil! 
that Senator, or any one else, say that he desires 
to pay more than $50,000 to cover that loss? lap 
prehend not. Ihave never heard it pretended that 
the losses were so much. It may beso, but it be 

never come to my ear ina way in which I could 
understand or appreciate it. I stated that I believed 
Mr. Ritchie had lost more on his contract for th 


reason: In 1849, when I entered upon the duties 
of chairman of the Committee on Printing, | took 
up his contract, and carefully examined it. I took 
up Wendell & Van Benthuysen’s, who had beer 
. +! } - = 
the tractors of the preceding Congress, and | 
ad that Mr. Ritchie’s contract r Trenholm & 
belt's provided for rates below those of Wendell 
& Van Benthuysen. Wendell & Van Benthuyse: 
in the latter part of the session of 1848 ar 1 ié i, 
presented a memorial to the Senate, which | nd bee! 
referred to the Committee on Print Pe whieh 
proved, beyond adoubt, that they had lost $17,000 


There was a loss proved. I had no doubt of the 
amount, and I found that Mr. Ritchie had taken 
the work at a less price. I believed then, from 
what | thought would be the amount of work or- 
dered under his contract, that he could not possibly 
lose less than $25,000 or $30 000. W hat did ldo? 
I drew up a letter, as chairman of the committee, 
which met with the concurrence of the committee, 
to the contractors, telling them ‘* that Wendell & 


‘Van Benthuy sen’s contract has proved a loss of 


‘$17,000. I find, by comparing your contract 
‘that you have undertaken the work for less. ‘T'o 
‘my mind, the result is inevitable. 


if you go Ol 
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* under the contract, you must lose a great deal of 
‘money, and I propose to you now, before Con- 
‘ gress adjourns, that you come forward and sur- 
* render your contract, and let a new arrangement 
* be made, because the committee have deter- 
‘ mined, if the contract is maintained, they will see 
‘that it 1s faithfully executed in every particular, 
‘and will Jet no personal considerations influence 
‘them to receive work below the contract; and un- 
‘less you do inferior work, and furnish inferior 
‘paper, you must sustain a ruinous loss.”’ After 
consultation, they agreed with me, that such was 
the fact, and they would be compelled to lose money 
if they went on with thecontract. No alteration, 
however, was made. 

1 do not state this for any other purpose than 
to show the foundation upon which I base the 
opinion | have expressed, that they have lost 
money. They went through with the contract— 
iLis not necessary for meto say how. That would 
involve a great deal of statement and discussion, 
which I am not disposed to go into; but I state it 
as the basis of my opinion, that they have lost 
money. My estimate is that they lost from $20,000 
to $30,000—not jess than $20,000, and I do not be- 
lieve more than $30,000. I[ think it is a fair basis 
upon which to make the estimate. Then, as I 
stated when up before, [do not think these con- 
tractors, or any contractors who have made a bad 
bargain with their eyes open, in the face of com- 
petition, have a right to claim any extraordinary 
liberality on the part of the Government to release 
them from their obligation, and pay them a profit 
upon what would otherwise bea loss; but, on the 
other hand, [ am very far from being willing, either 
as an individual or as a member of the Senate, to re- 
ceive work at the hands of any man and refuse 
him a fair and living profit on it. Forthat reason 
I have fixed upon the sum of $50,000, allowing 
$30,000 as the maximum of the loss which I think 
Mr Ritchie may have sustained. That will allow 
him a profit for four years’ labor of $20,000. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to ask the Sena- 
tor, as he was chairman of the committee, whether 
Mr. Ritchie was not paid all that his contract 
called for, and whether Wendell & Van Benthuy- 
sen were not paid all that they could claim under 
the contract? If so, if one sustained a loss of 
$17,000 and the other a loss of $20,000, why did 
he not put them allin? Why not put Wendell & 
Van Benthuysen in the proviso—the Senator as- 
seris that they incurred a loss of $17,000—if we 
are going to pay all these losses? I know very well 
my friend from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,] never 
agrees to pay upon a contract where the Govern- 
ment has not been in error, and where the con- 
tractor incurs a loss through his own fault. 

Mr. BORLAND. My friend inquires if Wen- 
dell & Van Benthuysen, and Mr. Ritchie, have 
not been paid the full amount which their contract 
would give them? Of Wendell & Van Benthuy- 
sen | know very little as to what was paid them. 
The last of their accounts was settled about the 
commencement of my service on the committee, 
as they were the printers before I came here. With 
regard to Mr. Ritchie, | have no certain knowl- 
edge; though there can be no question, as the ac- 
counts will show, that most of them had been 
settled. But I must state this: During the time 
that | was chairman of the committee, I never had 
brought to me to be audited a single one of Mr. 

Litchie’s accounts. None were presented while 
i was present in the committee. In my absence, 
during the recess of Congress, many of them 
were audited by the board, consisting of the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, the Clerk of the House, and 
the Clerk of the Printing Committee. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I stated, when this debate 
commenced, what was the sum which would be 
paid to Mr. Ritchie upon half the prices of 1819— 
i stated that it would be over $200,000. I thought 
then, that the detailed statement prepared by the 
clerk of the Printing Committee was in my desk 
here; but it was not. I went to the Printing Com- 
mittee room. The clerk had furnished to one of 
the members of the House the statement which | 
had. lam, therefore, not able to furnish the de- 
tails; but L will furnish figures, with which I trust 
my friend from Alabama will be satisfied. 

The whole amount of printing received by Mr. 
Ritehie under his contract was $145,000. ow, 
take the documents upon which these sams were 
paid, and estimate document by document upon 
the prices of 1819, and then take one half of that, 
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and it leaves $384,000. The Senator from Ala- 
bama is not quite satisfied with this. Perhaps 
other Senators may be. I will state the manner 
of estimating it. I hold in my hand a detailed 
estimate of one document in four parts, for the 
purpose of showing specifically just how the sum 
Is arrived at, 

Mr. CLEMENS. The point is, was the $145,000 
the value of the printing which Mr. Ritchie did? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I raised no such question. | 
stated to the Senate what [ now stand here pre- 
pared to prove. The statement was made out by 
the clerk of the Printing Committee, and not by 
myself, though it was examined by me. I stated 
that half the prices of 1819 would add to the price 
of Mr. Ritchie’s contract more than $200,000. 1 
am proceeding to prove it. He has received 
$145,000 on the contract, and on these documents 
he would have received under one half of the 
prices of 1819, $348,000. That makes a difference 
of $203,000. There are Espy’s Report, and some 
other minor matters, which, when peid for under 
the contract, and these scaled by the resolution of 
1819, would make the amount, as near as can be 
calculated, $214,000. That is the difference be- 
tween half the prices of 1819 and the contract. 
How do I derive it? LT hold in my hand a detailed 
statementof one of the documents, in four parts— 
the Patent Office Report—and I find that, under. the 
contract for that report, he did receive $65,182 50. 
One half of the rates of 1819 would have amounted 
to $158,939 83, showing that he would have re- 
ceived for printing that single document, underthe 
prices of the resolution of 1819, $93,757 33 more 
than he was entitled to under the contract. The 
details of that document are as follows: 
Ist session Thirty-first Congress.—Under the prices of 1819, 

fitty per cent. off, Patent Office Report, 130,000 copies, 
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Mechanical part of Patent Office Report, 2d ses- 
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$158,939 83 
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W hat is his actual loss? [ answer, we cannot 
tell; but it is one of the easiest things to tell what 
was the cost of his work; what the paper cost; 
what the composition cost; what the ink cost; and 
what were the rents. An account current can be 
stated of the cost of every item that has ever been 
done; but the committee have never seen any such 
account; consequently we are left to form the best 
estimate we can as to what was the cost. In my 
judgment, a prudent, careful printer would have 
executed the work, in the manner in which it was 
done, without the loss of a single dollar. I have 
no doubt of it. That it was so executed, I do 
not believe; but that there was a loss upon it, and 
that loss varies somewhere from $20,000 to $30,000, 
I have very litte doubt. I think the Senator from 
Arkansas is probably nearly right in his estimate. 
If we are to settle this matter upon equitable terms, 
it would seem reasonable that we should be pre- 
sented with an account, to enable us to determine 
preperly what we should give. I have been to 
the committee room since this discussion com- 
menced; but had I supposed that it would have 
taken place, | would have been ready to furnish 
more definitely the precise figures; but I am own 
able to state that the bill which passed this Senate 
the day before yesterday, gives higher rates than 
one half of the prices of the rates of 1819. They 
are probably ten or fifteen per cent. higher; and if 
you adopt the amendment of the Senator from Illi- 
nois, the latter clause will make no deduction from 
the amount. 

Mr. SMITH. It has been stated over and over 
again, that the rates introduced into the bill, which 
has recently passed the two Houses of Congress, 
were carefully investigated by the committee of 
which the honorable Senatorand myself are mem- 
bers. I want to know if that is so. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That matter never underwent 
an investigation before the Committee of the Sen- 


_would furnish a very handsome profit. 
the fact in relation to these contracts. 
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ate. I was opposed to the whole system. The 
Senator from Connecticut did not fully agree with 
me. The Senator from Texas was disposed to 
favor the bill; consequently we made no investiga. 
tion of the prices in it wade it was committed. 
‘There was never any investigation of the subject, 

On two occasions when the committee met, the 
Senator from Texas was, from sickness, un- 
able to be there, and when he did come there we 
were desirous of reporting the bill back to the 
Senate, and never went into an examination of 
the prices in the bill. The committee disagreeing 
as to what should be done, and no two agreeing, 
there was no investigation made, or opinion ex- 
pressed by the committee as to the prices fixed 
upon in the bill. 

Mr. RUSK. There wag no time. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Besides there was no time, 
as the Senator says. But one word in relation to 
another point that has been raised. It has been 
said that other contracts have been made, and 
other sums paid in addition to the contracts. That 
is norule by which I can beguided, Other Con- 
gresses may have made acontract, and then abro- 
gated it; but that furnishes no guide for me. If 
they have done wrong, it is not a rule for me. If 
they have done right, be it so. I mean to do in 
this case what I believe is just between the par- 
ties and the country. Comparing the contract 
with the prices of the resolution of 1819, if the 
paper cost five or six dollars a ream, and if the 
printers and presses worked at night, the resolu- 
tion of 1819, with twenty-five per cent. off, would 
pav less profit than itwould when the paper cost 
$3 30 per ream, and the printers worked only in the 
day time. In the latter case they could afford to do 
it for fifty per cent. off the resolution of 1819, and 
make more money than they could to execute the 
resolution of 1819 fairly with twenty per cent. off. 
The very difference in the mode of executing 
That is 
Everybody 
who knew anything about printing, knew thatthe 
printing of the last Congress and of the present 
was most shamefully executed, and as a member 


_ of the Printing Committee my vote stands record- 


ed onits Journal then, as at this session, against 
receiving the work done, and then as now, simply 
because the work did notconform to the contract, 
and because I desired that the contract should be 
faithfully and fairly executed. The Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Bortanp] concurred with me, but 
we were overruled by a majority of the Joint Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SMITH. While on that point, I wish to 
inquire whether the Senate committee did not ap- 
point me a sub-committee to determine whether 
the work should be received or not, and whether 
I did not assume the responsibility of receiving it 
when we al! knew that there was no conformity 


| with the contract? 


Mr. HAMLIN. I think, probably, the Sen- 
ator is right; but the fact has gone out of my rec- 
ollection. I only know that I was against receiv- 
ing the work last year and this, simply because it 
did not come up to the standard and conform to 
the contract. 

Taking this state of the case as it presents itself, 


| it seems to me that we do injustice to ourselves, 
| and injustice to the country, if we pass an amend- 


ment like that which has been offered by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois. If the matter were one to 
which the Senate should give its favorable consid- 
eration, I am free to say that I think the proviso 
suggested by the Senator from Arkansas would 
deal very fairly and justly with the contractor; 
but believing, as I do, that it is neither just nor 
right to make a contract, and then to pay for a 
willful violation of it, I cannot agree, according to 
the dictates of my judgment, to give one farthing. 
Mr. CLEMENS. The Senator from Maine 
has not met the point between him and myself. 
He stated, as I understood him to state, that Mr. 
Ritchie would make $200,000 by his contract. 
He says I misunderstood him. Then he doesnot 
assert now that Mr. Ritchie made any such 
amount. He does not pretend to assert, as I un- 
derstand him now, that there would be anything 
made by him; because he does not pretend to say 
that the documents in his possession prove that 
any such amount could be made, or that any 
amount could be made. He says he does not 


know what the losses are, but we all know that 
| there was a loss upon the contract. 


We all know 
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Mr. Ritchie did es by it; and I say moog in the | 
face of the Senate, and of the country, that I want 
nobody to work for us without getting a compen- 
sation for it. I want every man who does work 
for the Government of the United States, not 
merely to get pay for it, but to make a reasonable 
per cent. ‘The Senator from Maine does not pre- 
tend to assert that this amendment would give 
Mr. Ritchie more than a reasonable per cent. “He 
voted, according to my recollection, for Mr. Ben- 
ton’s resolution, to give twenty per cent. off the 
prices of 1819. We propose to deduct fifty per 
cent., and this it is said is extravagant and extra- 
ordinary. Why did notthey think it was extrav- 
agant and extraordinary then to deduct twenty 
per cent. only? We propose to deduct thirty per 
cent. more, but it is extravagant now, while twen- 
ty per cent. was not extravagant then. I cannot 
understand this process. I do not profess to un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. IftheSenator from Alabama 
will allow me to interrupt him, | wish to say that 
I have no means of knowing whether the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Arkansas will be 
acceptable to Mr. Ritchie or not, as the terms of 
settlement. I understood him to say, when I spoke 
to him as to whether he would agree to my amend- 
ment, that it would be the least possible amount 
that he would accept. Asto accepting the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Arkansas, I should be 
apprehensive that there would be a difficulty in 
determining what would be due Mr. Ritchie under 
the contract, but I am willing to leave that to 
those who are to audit his accounts, and if they 
cannot agree, to leave it to referees. 1 will, there- 
fore, take the responsibility for myself, binding 
no others to accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas, limiting the amount to $50,000. 

The PRESIDENT. That will not be in order 
while the amendment of the Senator from Con- 
necticut is under consideration. 

Mr. BORLAND. [ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut to withdraw his amendment, to allow the 
Senator from Illinois to incorporate my proviso in 
his amendment. 

Mr. SMITH. I have such entire confidence in 
the sound judgment of the honorable Senator from 
Arkansas, that although I think Mr. Ritchie ought 
not to have one dollar, and if we give him any- 
thing that it ought not to be more than $10,000, 
that I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then I accept the proviso of 
the Senator from Arkansas, so that my amend- 
ment will read as follows: 

Provided, That in settling the accounts for the printing of 
the Thirty. first Congress, one half of the prices given by the 
joint resolution of 1819, be allowed not exceeding the amount 
that would be paid under the respective contracts if settled 


by the prices named in the bill of the House of Representa- | 


tives, which passed on the 3lst July last, in regard to the 
public printing, estimating the paper at the actual cost 
thereof, to be paid out of any money inthe Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated: and provided further, That the 
amount to be paid for said printing, over and above the 
amount which would be paid under the terms and at the 
rates of the contract for the same, shall not exceed 350,000. 

Mr. PEARCE. Ido not mean to detain the 
Senate long, but I have one additional remark to 
make. If I had not sufficient reason already for 
voting against the proposition, I should find it in 
this: Before the contract system was adopted, 
Mr. Ritchie was the public printer under the old 
system, for how many years I do not remember, 
whether it was two or four, but he was, I know, 
the printer for Congress before the rates were re- 
duced by the contract system, and during that 
time he made—he must have made, no man with 
any sort of prudence, with anything but the gross- 
est mismanagement would have failed to make— 
large sums of money. Ithas been urged over and 
over again, that he did make large sums, and I 
have no doubt of it. I have heard it said that he 
made $100,000 while he was the printer to Con- 
gress before the contract system was adopted. 
Having large profits at a time when large profits 
could be made, with what propriety does he claim 
that we should now indemnify him for alleged 
losses made under a less favorable contract? Upon 
the whole, taking both contracts together, he must 
have made largely, and yet we insist upon giving 
him $50,000 more. Iam glad that it is reduced 
that much, but that is rather more than we are in 
the habit of giving to the greatest benefactor of the 
country. What great statesman is there who has 
ever had the bounty of the Government showered 
upon him as this public printer, who did not per- | 


| he has rendered ? 


| form his weil ‘faithfully ? What het he weeded! 
who fought the battles of the country in three 
wars, who covered himself and the country, too, 
with glory? Has he ever been rewarded in such 
amanner? It seems to me that we are acting as 
if it were not our purpose to reward merit; not to 
reward great services of distinguished men—men 
who have won immortal renown, and are entitled to 
our gratitude. Nobody can deny that Mr. Ritchie 
has been largely the gainer in the whole; yet, it 
seems he has not had money enough paid to him, 
and we are called upon still further to fill his 
pockets. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is with great reluctance 
that I address the Senate on this occasion; but it 
does seem to me thata very curious course has 
been taken by the opponents of this amendment. 
if | understand the Senator from Maryland, he 
says he has information that a large amount of 
money, perhaps $100,000, was realized by Mr. 
Ritchie while he had the printing for Congress. 
If suggestions of this kind are to be taken for con- 
clusions, it is not the way I wish to be enlight- 
ened on subjects upon which | am to act. If | 
believed—notwithstanding Mr. Ritchie is a Demo- 
crat—that he was not justly entitled to the amount 
that it is here c ontemplated to give him, | would 
certainly oppose it as soon as I would if he were 
a Whig. 

In administering justice and recompense to per- 
sons who have deserved the public confidence, or 
who have rendered services to the public, | do not 
ask of what political faith or profession they are, 
nor am I ready to receive or give credence to re- 
ports that may be in circulation as to the amount 
of money they may have realized. There is suf- 
ficient in this case to satisfy my mind that Mr. 
Ritchie, in his last contract with the Government, 
was a large loser. If, sir, he has rendered ser- 
vices or furnished materials to the public for the 
public benefit, | should think it humiliating on the 
part of this Senate, or any deliberative body, to 
deny a just and fair recompense. “The laborer 
is worthy of his hire.’’ If he has rendered ser- 
vices, is this Government in such a pitiful con- 
dition as to refuse him a just reward for the labor 
Is this Government in a con- 
dition to exact from its citizens any contribu- 
tion, either in labor or otherwise, and not render 
them a just recompense for it? I think not. 1 
always look to whether the individual has a just 
demand against the Government, and if he has, I 
am willing to recompense him. I care not under 
what circumstances it arises, | never permit my- 
self to be influenced by the fact that an individual 
made a bargain with the Government, when that 
individual has acted under an oversight, and has 
been injured to any amount. I am willing to 
recompense him out of the Treasury; and I do 
trust that the honorable Senators on the opposite 
side of the Chamber are not actuated by consider- 
ations of a political character in this case, or the 
recollection of events which have long since trans- 
pired. 

It istrue that for fifty years—it was the first news- 
paper I ever read—the Richmond Enquirer has 
been the consistent and faithful opponent of the gen- 
tlemen on the opposite side of the Chamber. Its 
editor has been faithful in his vocation; he has 
been true to his party, true to his principles, and 
for that I would respect him. If Gales & Seaton 
had a similar claim presented to this Congress— 
they have been my consistent opponents, and | 
believe they are always generous and just enough 
to think that I thought they were wrong and | 
was right—if they were placed in the circumstan- 
ces of Mr. Ritchie, | would vote for their claim 
with as much alacrity as for Thomas Ritchie’s. | 
permit no political considerations to influence me 
In meting out justice to individuals. I trust I 
never shall feel such a sordid emotion, and that I 


| will, in my administrative capacity, as far as | 


am placed here, never cease to recollect that jus- 
tice is demanded from position. 1 trust that I 
would be able, in a case of justice, even to oblit- 
erate all recollections of hostility, even if personal 
to myself. And | trust that gentlemen, while 


viewing this venerable patriarch—this patriarch of 


Democracy, if you please—who is a patriot you 
will all admit, will recollect that he has numbered 
more than his three score years and ten, and is 
now bending beneath the weight of his infirmities. 
He has given his life to the public, and though he 


| has rendered no high military service, though he 
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has never periled his life for his country, he has 
devoted his life, his mind, and ev erything, to the 
diffusion of intelligence and maintaining the honor 
of his country in his own way. Sir, these are 
considerations that come upon us, and that while 
he is bending beneath the weight of age, when the 
lighting of a grasshopper is becoming almost a 
burden to him. Str, he has been a friend to his 
party and to his country. Let us do him justice 
I shall vote for the amendment. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, it will be rec- 
ollected that the late contractor for the public 
printing printed ten thousand copies of certain de- 
cisions of thé Supreme Court, which ten thousand 
copies, it is in proof, would have been executed at 
any printing office in the country for the sum of 
$1,600. He brought forward a bill for that print. 
ing to the amount of $36,000, making each of 
those copies—a mere pamp shlet—c ost $3 60 apiece 
That matter was compromised by his recs iving 
$12,000, being about $1 20 apiece. 

Subsequently he printed the obituary remarks 
upon the death of General Taylor. 1 understand 
that that printing was done in Philadelphia, and 
that the bill for it has never been produced. It is 
but reasonable to apprehend that the same charge 
will be made for that as was made for printing the 
decisions of the Supreme Court in the passenger 
cases. I think there ought to be an amendment 
to restrict him in regard to this matter. 

The Senate cannot have forgotten the particu- 
lars of the charge in the passenger case to which 
I have referred, and they must see from that the 
propriety of guarding against a similar charge 
with regard to the document of obituary notices 
of General Taylor, because that document could 
be brought in under the same class under which 
the printing of the decision in the passenger cases 
was charged. I have not the papers here by me, 
but I recollect that charge was made by interpo- 
lating in the contract the words ** per page.’” One 
dollar per hundred copies was the rate at which a 
certain class of printing was to be done under the 
contract. If it was done under that class, there 
would have been but a small price; but by insert- 
ing the words ‘** per page’’ in the contract, that 
mode of computation brought the sum up to the 
enormous price of $36,000 for printing a pamphlet 
which would have cost $1,600 in any printing 
To remedy this, and to 
provide against it in future, | propose to amend 
the amendment by adding: 

Provided, however, That in making such payment there 
shall be deducted therefrom the sum of $10,000, overpaid 
for printing the decisions of the Supreme Courtin the emi- 
grant tax cases from New York and Massachusetts; and 
that for printing the obituary notices of the deceased Presi- 
dent Taylor, said contractor shall be paid the actual cost, 
with a profit of twenty per cent. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Maryland if, after we shall get through with 
this amendment, he will be done? I wantto know 
how many amendments he is going to offer? We 
all recollect that he killed Mr. Ritchie’s bill at the 
close of the last session. All of us who were here 
at the time understand that very well. Now, I 
do not intend to quarrel with him, because we 
have got to meet on the Library Committee to- 
morrow morning together, and I do not want to 
meet him in bad humor. [Laughter.} I there- 
fore want to know if he is done now? 

Mr. PEARCE. I believe I shall be done when 
I get through with this. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If we go into the different 
items of that contract, | do not know when we 
are toget through. I supposed we had got down 
to a compromise, and settled upon it; but if we 
are going now to specify this item, that item, and 
the other item, I shall have to withdraw the 
amendment. I agreed to accept the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas, because it seemed 
to be regarded on all sides of the House as a sat- 
isfactory compromise, and I hope that we shall 
not now be raising questions as to particular 
items. I hope, therefore, that the Senate wil! 
take the amendment as I have offered it—as it 
stands at present. 

Mr. HAMLIN. In relation to the obituary 
notices of the deceased President Taylor, | will 
say that they were printed in Philadelphia. The 
contractor here procured them to be printed there. 
They were very finely executed, and I have no 
doubt they cost the eontractor much higher than 
the rates of his contract; but he charges, after a 


peculiar kind of printing, about $100,000 for doing 
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was made, and Mr. Ritchie got his money. It is 
therefore an adjudicated question, and whatever 
may be the right or wrong construction of the 


contract, I think he ought to retain the money, be- 
cause he received it under the award of the proper 
otmeer. 
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ommittee, made 


1em, and as the committee understood them, and 
reported them, were these: For printing the 
uphlet referred to, the printer presented an 
yunt of $37,200. These are the exact ficures. 

W hen it was suggested that this was an enormous 
charge, he voluntarily proposed to reduce it down 
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to the neneheaidi that aon meal amount to 
about $650. The whole amount that could have 
been charged, even under the full rates of 1819, 
was $2,000. I made that report. The calcula- 


tions, and the computations of thecontract, and of 


the law under which the contract was made, are 
now among the documents of the Senate. I wil] 
not refer more particularly to them. The view 


presented in that report, was my opinion that 
nearly $12,000 more than the prices which could 
have been demanded under the contract were paid 
for it. I would not have called it up to have de- 
ducted it on this occasion; but when the proposi- 
tion is made distinctly, and when I am called upon 
to vote on it, I am compelled, out of consistency, 
out of my own sense of duty, here, under the law, 
to vote for making the deduction, and then leave 
him, as the amendment does, twenty-five per cent, 
above the full prices of 1819. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to make an appeal to 
the Senate. We have appropriation bills in- 
volving an amount of more than twenty millions, 
[ believe that if we could get this bill reported to 
the Senate to-night, in any reasonable time, per- 
haps we should be able to master the residue of 
our business between this and the time of adjourn- 
ment. Butl fear, that unless we do so, it will be 
impossible for us to act upon these bills in any 
manner creditable, or even decent. I hope the vote 
will be taken onall the amendments. They have 
been fully discussed; and the Senate will remember 
that there is but a very short time between this 
and the end of the session. I trust, therefore, 
that they will refrain from offering amendments. 
The bill is already loaded down with them; and, 
[ fear, if we continue this, we must either sit up 
all night, or we shall run the risk of losing the 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. CHASE. I concur, heartily, with the 
Senator from Virginia in desiring speedy action on 
this bill; and that desire adds great force to the 
regret which I feel that the amendment has been 
introduced upon this occasion; but those who in- 
troduced the amendment, originally, are responsi- 
ble for the consumption of the time of the Senate 
at this late hour of the session, and not those who 
oppose it, because the amendment being intro- 
duced, it becomes the duty of the Senate—a duty 
which they owe to themselves and to their con- 
stituents—to examine its merits and discuss it. 

Sir, the history of this proposition is somewhat 
extraordinary. When it was origin: illy introduced 
it was objected to as a private claim; and if it be 
not a private claim, excluded by the rules, | am 
at a loss to know what is a private claim. 

The PRESIDENT. TheSenator is aware that 
the proposition now pending is on the first branch 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Maryland to the amendment, which is to deduct 
$10,000 from the printing of a certain work. 

Mr. CHASE. I am aware of that; but I was 
responding to the observation of the Senator from 
Virginia in regard to the consumption of time, 
and I was endeavoring to show that the responsi- 
bility for that consumption was not with the oppo- 
nents of the proposition of the Senator from Illi- 
nois. 

Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator allow me 
to say that I was not charging any one with the 
of time. The country will hold us all re- 
sponsible, and we shall not be able to shift it from 
one to the other if we should lose the appropria- 
tion bills, or should present them in such a shape 
as not to bear examination. 

Mr. CLEMENS. The Senator will allow me 
to suggest that the country will never hold the 
Senator from Ohio responsible for anything. 

Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, under the sug- 
gestion made by the Senator from Virginia, and 
the suggestion by the Chair, | will refrain from 
aying what I was about to say in regard to the 
character of this claim, and of the mode in which 
it is now before the Senate. The Senate was 
equally divided whether it was a private claim or 
not. But without raising any question now on 
that point, I wish simply to ask a question of the 
Senator from Arkansas, who was chairman of the 
Printing Committee, in reference to what feil from 
the Senator from North Carolina. Both the Sen- 
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ator from North Carolina and the Senator from 
Maine concurred in stating that this was an ad- 
judged matter in regard to the payment for print- 
ing the decisions of the Supreme Court. 
not know how it has been adjudged. 
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